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THE PROVING 


| GROUND 
f Progress 


Ro the lordly pine tree, the paper 

industry has developed a new source 
' of pulp wood, and the eyes of this great 
industry have been turned upon this 
southern pine belt. 
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Wi; f, Here the paper industry, with its allied 
industries—pulpboard, bag and _ box 
manufactories—has been nurtured and 
grown. A vast reforestation program 
and conservation movement assures a 
lasting balance between consumption 
and production, and with mills on its 
lines in Alabama, Mississippi and Loui- 
siana the Gulf, Mobile & Northern 
Railroad feels proud to have played 
even so small a part in the advancement 
of this comparatively new and far- 
reaching industry. 
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The paper industry is just one of the 
many new manufacturing developments 
in Gulf, Mobile and Northern territory, 
truly a PROVING GROUND OF 
PROGRESS. The GM&N maintains 
a full-time Development Department 
which will be glad to furnish full 
details about this section or assist any 
industry in finding a suitable southern 
location. 
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L. A. Tibor, Traffic Manager. 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





TRANSPORTATION LEGISLATION 


O EMINENT an authority as Senator Wheeler, 

chairman of the Senate committee on interstate 
commerce, asserts that there will probably be no trans- 
portation legislation at this session of Congress, thus 
confirming the impression of others who observe closely 
but who are not in such good position to judge. 

The Senate has passed a bill and the House com- 
mittee is about ready to report one. The two differ 
widely. If the House should pass its bill then the two 
would go to conference to iron out the differences, 
Which hardly seem possible of composition. But even 
if that were not true, the time remaining in which our 
national legislators are willing to remain in hot Wash- 


ington and transact the business of the people, for 
which they are paid, in air conditioned chambers, is 
getting short and there are many other things to oc- 
cupy attention. Even if the President could push trans- 
portation legislation ahead of some other matters and 
get it through, if he wished to do so, he has made no 
move in that direction and has displayed no interest 
since he appointed his famous committee of six. 

The consoling element in the situation is that such 
legislation as is proposed for enactment into law would 
be of little value anyhow. There are only two things 
of outstanding importance in it. One is regulation of 
water transport by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, which would be more or less futile so long as the 
water competitors of the railroads were allowed to use 
the waterways without paying for that privilege, and 
the other is a provision for a board or commission to 
study the matter of whether and to what extent the 
competitors of the railroads are “‘subsidized.”’ We think 
such a board might be valuable, but its value would 
depend on who was on it, what it found out, what it 
proposed should be done about its findings, and what 
was finally done about them. All this, even if the out- 
come was sound and valuable, would take years, prob- 
ably. The Senate bill contains such a provision but thus 
far the House committee bill does not. 

To us, in view of the small value that could be 
expected from the legislation contemplated, it seems 
even better that it should fail than that it succed in pass- 
ing, because, if passed, it would be more or less re- 
garded as a solution of the transportation problem— 
even as a realization of railroad wishes, to great extent 
—and so it would be difficult, when it became apparent 
to real students and competent observers that the prob- 
lem had not been solved, to convince the public and 
Congress that something more was needed. It would 
be better, as we view it, to wipe the slate clean and 
start again—always provided, however, that the rail- 
roads will make a real start and go aggressively after 
the things they need, labor members of a Roosevelt 
committee of six to the contrary notwithstanding. 


RAIL LABOR CONTROVERSY 
EDUCED to its simplest terms, railroad labor’s 
position in the matter of the handling by the rail- 
roads of their labor relations is that, in view of the 
paragraph on this subject embodied in the report of 
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the committee of six (see elsewhere), no individual 
railroad has a right to complain about or take any 
action with respect to the Railroad Labor Board or the 
adjustment boards, except after failure of an attempt 
at collective bargaining. 

As usual, labor claims too much and, also as usual, 
management is too weak in its defense. In the first 
place, as we read it, the language in the report of the 
committee of six quoted by labor was in no sense the 
expression of a cast iron agreement but merely a state- 
ment by the six men on the committee that, in their 
recommendations for legislation, they had passed any 
reference to labor relations for the reasons given. In 
the second place, even if the expression could be re- 
garded as a statement of agreement as to policy, and 
even if the report including it was “adopted” by the 
directors of the A. A. R., even the association itself, to 
say nothing of its board of directors, has no power to 
bind individual members in matters of that sort. 

We do not believe either the committee of six or the 
A. A. R. board of directors was trying to bind indi- 
vidual railroads in this matter, and we believe that, if 
it was trying to do so, it was attempting a very foolish 
thing. It would certainly be ridiculous if the Santa Fe 
Railroad could not contest rulings of the adjustment 
board that it believed to be unjust as affecting its own 
properties because three management representatives 
and three labor representatives on the committee of six 
had expressed the view that such matters ought to be 
settled by collective bargaining, and because the board 
of directors of the A. A. R. had approved the report 
containing that language. 

While, as we have said, labor is unreasonable in 
this matter, it is true that, as usual, there is some 
opportunity for its claims to be found in the fumbling 
tactics of management. If nothing was to be recom- 
mended by the committee of six with respect to labor, 
why say anything about it in the report, or, if it was 
thought necessary or advisable to explain that nothing 
was recommended, why couch the explanation in 
language that, meant as a sop to labor, is open to argu- 
ment as to what it was intended to convey? 

Here is a place where railroad management might 
well take the opportunity to assert its independence and 
its manhood, but we hardly think it will do so. Rather, 
we expect that the outcome of the deliberations of the 
joint committee that has been set up to consider the 
situation will be, at best, an innocuous statement that 
will certainly not offend labor and, at worst, a state- 
ment dictated by labor in its own interest. 





















































That such a statement is expected by labor is 
plainly indicated in its “memorandum” (elsewhere) 
which is not only a disgusting complaint as to failures 
of management to “cooperate,” though the shoe is on 
the other foot, but a veiled threat to withdraw its sup- 
port, such as it is, for remedial railroad legislation if 
management does not “‘knuckle down.” It even expects 
the railroads to compel the Railway Age, the railroad 
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organ, to discontinue the kind of labor editorials it has 
been publishing. 


CLASSIFICATION SIMPLIFICATION 


Because the ever increasing list of commodities transporteg 
by rail had added complexities to the Consolidated Freight 
Classification the Traffic Advisory Committee of the Associa. 
tion of American Railroads, by a special sub-committee, began 
the work this week of further simplifying the classification 
of all products of industry and the rules which determine the 
application of those classifications. A. F. Cleveland, vice. 
president of the association at the head of its traffic department 
is chairman of the Traffic Advisory Committee. 

Work was begun in Chicago by the special sub-committee, 
That body is composed of A. H. Greenly, representing eastern 
territory, chairman; E. H. Dulaney, Atlanta, southern terri- 
tory, and W. E. Prendergast, Chicago, western territory. Mem- 
bers of it have been relieved of all other work to the end that 
they may devote their entire time to simplification. They will 
remain in Chicago in July, move to New York for August and 
alternate thereafter between those cities until the work js 
completed, according to an announcement by the Association 
of American Railroads. 

Out of this work, says the association announcement, is 
expected to come a condensed classification applicable to all 
sections of the country that will be more easily interpreted 
and applied by shippers and better meet the requirements of 
the public and the railroads alike. Under the general direction 
of the Traffic Advisory Committee, says the announcement, the 
“huge task of simplifying the classification of the whole varied 
and complex list of articles of commerce in America is to be 
carried through by the special sub-committee of three.” 

Members of the sub-committee, says the announcement, 
have full power to put into effect changes in the classification 
which do not affect charges paid by shippers. Changes which 
do affect the charges to be paid by shippers, according to the 
association’s announcement, will be docketed for public hear- 
ings to be held in New York, Chicago and Atlanta on dates 
to be announced. 

The Consolidated Freight Classification was filed with the 
Commission in 1919. It was the result of several years intensive 
work, the object being to consolidate the principal classifica- 
tions into one volume. It was then a volume of 534 pages 
which grew to 557 pages in 1930 and then began diminishing in 
size as a result of simplification work, but it is still a formidable 
> pa Concerning it the announcement of the Association 
Sala: 

The present Consolidated Freight Classification, a 500-page book 
which lists and describes the 15,000 different classes into which com- 
modities are grouped for rail shipment in the United States, is the re 
sult of the ever-increasing diversity in American commerce. Originally, 
each railroad had its own classification, but as the movement of freight 
from one railroad to another increased, and invention and develop- 
ment added new products or changed old ones, the use of separate clas- 
sifications gave rise to great confusion. Between the years 1882 and 
1889 the separate classifications of individual railroads were combined 
into joint classifications for the eastern, western, and southern terri: 
tories. In 1919, all descriptions of commodities in the three classifica 
tions were made uniform, and since that date they have been published 
in one consolidated volume covering the whole country and including 
almost every article of commerce from abrasives to zirconium. 

Development of new methods of packing, as well as new materials 
and products, called for still further complexity in the classifications, 
since the descriptions of commodities for shipping purposes, in many 
cases, must include not only the article itself, but also the manner in 
which it is packed. 

The change and development in American commerce is reflected 
in the fact that much more than half of the articles now listed in the 
classification either did not exist or were not articles of commerce when 
the joint classifications were first adopted half a century ago. Hundreds 
of different sorts of chemicals and acids which were then unknown, for 
example, or were laboratory curiosities, are now shipped on the railroads 
in tank-cars. As a result of the growing number of different articles 
offered for shipment, and their increasing diversity and complexity, 
the classifications made from year to year have developed into an in- 
tricate mass of details. 

While some steps have been taken toward simplifying the form and 
method of their publication in the consolidated volume. The Traffic 
Advisory Committee of the Association of American Railroads believes 
that much more can be done through the work of the new special com 
mittee on simplification, divorced from all other duties and devoting 
full time to the task. It is expected that their work will result in 4 
large reduction in the number of items, a material simplification in the 
rules and regulations, and a classification which will be more easily 
interpreted and applied by shippers and railroads. 


PIPE LINE DIVORCE BILL 
Representative Izac, of California, has introduced H. % 
7136, a bill to prohibit interstate common-carrier pipe lines 
from transporting commodities in which such carriers have 
any interest. It has been referred to the House committee 0 
interstate and foreign commerce. 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





Now that the Maritime Commission 


SUP Stalls has abandoned its plan to set up a gov- 

. ernment ship line between Seattle and the 
United States far east (elsewhere in this issue), things 
of America are all set, it might be suggested, for high 


schools, when they convene in September, 
to hold debates on whether the United States or the Sailor’s 
Union of the Pacific, SUP for short, is the controlling power. 
Those shippers who planned to ship over the line the 
United States sought to establish, in the bitterness of their 
disappointment, may know the answer now. But they prob- 
ably are not so skillful in debate as the high school boys. The 
latter may be able to show that the triumph is not with the 
union. Logic is a queer thing, sometimes. 





Were this a parliamentary govern- 
ment such as the French and English, 
President Roosevelt, being treated as 
head of the government instead of only 
the head of the executive branch there- 
of, would be under the painful neces- 
sity of “going to the country” soon, in a general election, to 
find out whether the nation was as critical of the administra- 
tion’s course as is Congress. But under the American system 
the test will not come until a year from now. Then the test 
will be, first, as to whether he controls his party. The second 
test will be whether the country has faith in the party, as 
controlled by him or others. 

Some, if not many, of those who deem themselves com- 
petent to judge, are inclined to think the President is approach- 
ing another emotional crisis. The first was when the Supreme 
Court’s banishment of the blue eagle resulted in the jeer about 
that body having put the country back into the horse and buggy 
days. 

Sarcasm, only skimpily covered, in comments at his press 
conferences, is taken as indicating the possibility of another 
utterance to be ranked with the horse and buggy declaration. 
Postponement by the Senate foreign relations committee of 
neutrality legislation, while it did not result in observations 
worthy of taking rank with the blue eagle blast, they seemed 
to have been repressed by effort. That event was subordinated 
to elucidation of the idea, in connection with the appointment 
of McNutt, that appointments to office did not always, and 
certainly not, in this instance, carry political meaning. The 
McNutt item afforded opportunity for jabs at the newspapers 
and newspaper men, generally taken as indicating that he who 
made them, felt a rather deep irritation. 

At that time there was only a faint indication that there 
might be much trouble over the $2,800,000,000 lending pro- 
gram, frequently referred to as the $3,600,000,000 “spending” 
program by reason of the inclusion therein of an $800,000,000 
authorization for the housing authority. That’s the program 
that sets aside $500,000,000 for railroad equipment. Unexpect- 
ae, epetition sprung up against it. It may not amount to 
much. 

“You can get anything through Congress that will spend 
money,” observed Senator Glass, of Virginia, echoing that 
the Alfred E. Smith idea that one does not shoot Santa Claus. 
However, regardless of what may be the outcome, the fact is 
that it seems destined to be another headache for the Presi- 
dent in this time of irritation. 


These Are Days of 
Irritation for 
President Roosevelt 





In puttering about with a view to 
fashioning a tax law for the District of 
Columbia, Congress is creating a sus- 
picion that it is making eyes at the 
citizens the first Roosevelt called ‘male- 
factors of great wealth.” The second 
Roosevelt calls them economic royalists, or something worse 
than that. 

The latest proposal touching on that class of persons is 
that there shall be an income tax for such of them as dwell in 
the District of Columbia equal to about one-half of the federal 
Income tax and nothing at all on “intangibles,” the same being 
stocks and bonds. Congressmen would be exempt from the pro- 
Posed income tax because they would fall in the category of 
Petsons maintaining residences elsewhere. The presumption 


Congress Flirting 
a Bit with Eco- 
nomic Royalists 
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is that such persons pay state income taxes. Three income 
taxes it would be admitted, it is suspected, even by the most 
rabid left winger, as piling income taxes on pretty thick. 

No tax on intangibles, if it goes through, will be an invita- 
tion for members of the despised economic royalist class to 
flock to Washington as a haven of refuge. Various states are 
suspected of having drawn their tax laws with a view to their 
being bait for the wealthy whose possessions are represented 
by stocks and bonds. The idea of the law-makers of the nation 
deliberately baiting the hook in that way has, so far as can be 
recalled, never been before put on paper. At times, however, 
it has been declared that the nation’s capital is the haven of 
the man seeking to avoid the tax collector. In the last six or 
eight years, however, the number of very wealthy suspected 
of being desirous to share in reflected glory of official life 
by living here has been small. There are many houses from 
$150,000 up, on the market. In fact, the market for anything 
in excess of $15,000 is regarded as rather dull. 

Exemption from taxes on intangibles some believe, will 
tend to improve the house market by again making Washing- 
ton desirable as a residence for the tax bedeviled undesirable 
who has committed the crime of having saved more than $6. 





An unusual number of in- 
quries are coming to Washington 
from chambers of commerce and 
civic organizations about the 
laws under which the Post Office 
guards the Constitution-given ab- 
solute monopoly of transportation of letters by regular trips or 
at stated periods over all post routes. Practically every high- 
way in the country is a post route; that is to say, it is used by 
a Post Office employe or a man holding a contract for the 
transportation of the mail for the government. It is suspected 
the inquiries are the result of what the Post Office Depart- 
— calls routine inquiries as to unintentional violations of 
aw. 


That monopoly is maintained by what are known as the 
private express statutes. The primary purpose of those statutes 
is to safeguard the revenues derivable from the transportation 
and delivery of letters by preventing competition with the 
Post Office Department in that field. 

Imagine what a low rate would be made on heavy mail 
routes were the field open to competition! Ten thousand let- 
ters between Washington and New York in one day would 
be nothing for a truck to carry, even if each letter weighed an 
ounce. The government collects three cents, within the weight 
limit, for a packet which in ordinary language is called a letter. 
Ten thousand letters a day would be a fat revenue for a rail 
or truck line. The rate would come plummeting down, it is 
suspected, were the business thrown open to competition. Of 
course, places that received say a hundred letters a day would 
not attract the attention of private undertakers of such service. 

Therefore, though cities on heavy density routes might 
desire such competition, other places would demand service. 
That the business would be in an uproar for many years, if not 
forever, if thrown open to competition, is taken for granted. 
The private express statutes, criminal in their nature, are 
intended to discourage enterprising citizens setting up a letter 
service for the community. 

In 1934 the Post Office Department compiled the private 
express statutes and rulings thereunder for the guidance of 
postmasters and other personnel of the department in the 
handling of inquiries. An edition of 35,000 was quickly ex- 
hausted. Three years later another edition, entitled “The 
Private Express Statutes” was issued by the department, under 
the name of Karl A. Crowley, the solicitor of the department. 
It is the one now in use. ; 

A letter is defined as “a message, notice, or other expres- 
sion of thought sent by one person to another.” Enlarged, the 
definition continues: “If matter conveys live, current informa- 
tion between the sender and the addressee, on which the 
latter may act, rely, or refrain from acting, such matter is a 
‘letter’ within the meaning of the private express statutes.” 

Whoever shall establish any private express for the 
conveyance of letters or packets, or in any manner cause or 
provide for the conveyance of the same over any post route 
over which mail is regularly carried or who shall aid or assist 
therein shall be fined not more than $500, or imprisoned not 
more than six months, or both, says the law on the subject. 

All letters inclosed in stamped envelopes, if the postage 
stamp is of a denomination sufficient to cover the postage 
chargeable thereon, may be sent, conveyed, and delivered 
otherwise than by mail, says another part of the law, provided 
such envelope shall be duly directed and properly sealed so 
that the letter cannot be taken therefrom without defacing the 
envelope, and the date of the letter or of the transmission or 
receipt thereof shall be written or stamped on the envelope. 


Post Office Department 
Jealously Guards Its 
Letter Carrying Monopoly 
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The law makes provision for the carriage outside the mails 
of letters, not in stamped envelopes, written by officers and 
agents of a railroad or steamboat company, “or other common 
carrier,” that relate to its business only. Such letters may be 
sent to other of such carriers’ officers and agents, to those 
of connecting lines, or to any one else, so long as no other 


carrier intervenes. Letters to a connecting line are to be 
delivered to it at the point of connection and the carriage con- 
tinued by the connecting company or carrier. 

No company or carrier, says the law, or any officer or 
employe thereof, may carry outside the mails letters that are 
neither written by the company or carrier nor addressed to it. 
The fact, it says, that letters relate to through business over 
the lines of all companies or carriers transporting the same 
shall not warrant a company in carrying such letters from one 
of its connecting lines to another. 





A curb stone view, believed to be 
generally held by those who have 
thought about the matter, is that the 
Commission, almost as a matter of 
course, will have to reopen No. 16323, 
Scott County Milling Company et al. 
vs. Butler County Railroad Company et al (elsewhere in this 
issue), with a view to the quieting of the nerves of those who 
have received reparation in cases that have been reopened. 
But that is about as far as the general thought has gone. 
What the Commission can do is something about which there 
is, as yet, no general thought.—A. E. H. 


MONEY FOR RAIL EQUIPMENT 


Entry of the federal government into the business of con- 
tracting for construction of railroad equipment and leasing or 
selling it to railroads is provided for in identical bills intro- 
duced in the Senate and House July 10 by Senator Barkley 
(S. 2759) and Representative Steagall (H. R. 7120). The bills 
were referred to the committees on banking and currency. 
They embody in general the proposal put forward by President 
Roosevelt for federal financing of self-liquidating projects to 
stimulate business. 

Five hundred million dollars would be made available for 
financing the railroad equipment phase of the project, as to 
which the bill says: 


Scott County Mill- 
ing Case Something 
to Think About 


Sec. 8. Subject to the provisions of this act, and without regard 
to the limitations and restrictions of the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration act, approved January 22, 1932, as amended and supplemented, 
the Corporation shall have power: 

(a) To prepare plans and designs for the construction, rebuilding, 
or repair of railroad equipment; 

(b) To enter into contracts for the construction, rebuilding, repair, 
or scrapping of any railroad equipment upon such terms and condi- 
tions as may be agreed upon pursuant to public bidding or private ne- 
gotiations; 

(c) To lease, with or without the option to purchase, or to sell or 
rent upon such terms and conditions as it shall prescribe, any railroad 
equipment so acquired; 

(d) To enter into contracts for the purchase of old railroad equip- 
ment for the purpose of lease or resale in its existing state or for the 
purpose of rebuilding, repairing, or scrapping the same for lease or 
resale; 

(e) To use the proceeds realized from any leases, sales, or other 
contracts with regard to railroad equipment for carrying on further 
operations under this section to the extent such proceeds are not needed, 
in the judgment of the corporation, to maintain its operation as to rail- 
road equipment on a self-liquidating basis. 

(f) To organize under the laws of the District of Columbia or of 
any state or territory a corporation or corporations to aid the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation in carrying out its functions hereunder, 
and to make loans and advances to any such corporation. 


Notes, debentures, bonds or other obligations would be 
issued by the Reconstruction Finance Corporation to provide 
the money. 

Chairman Wheeler, of the Senate interstate commerce 
committee, said he was very much opposed to the proposal that 
the government build equipment and lease it to the railroads. 
He said he would prefer making direct loans to railroads. He 
believed that, under the proposal embodied in the bill, con- 
troversies would arise between the railroads and the govern- 
ment as to the equipment involved similar to controversies 
which followed the termination of federal control of railroads. 

In railroad circles the feeling was that it would not be 
wise to create such a setup as the bill provides, and that it 
would be preferable to make loans direct to the carriers and 
let them determine what kind of equipment they wished to buy. 

There has been no indication as to what use would be made 
of the arrangement proposed if it were put into effect. It was 
pointed out in that connection that M. J. Gormley, executive 
assistant, Association of American Railroads, recently stated 
that the railroads today could handle, with their serviceable 
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cars and locomotives, from 25 to 30 per cent more traffic than 
they were handling. So far as can be ascertained at this time 
the indications are that the railroads would not fall over them- 
selves in taking advantage of this part of the President’s self- 
liquidating project, particularly if the direct loans for equip- 
ment were not to be made. , 

In an explanatory statement Senator Barkley said the 
maximum interest rate on loans under the program would be 
limited to the highest yield on the longest term direct or in- 
direct obligation of the United States which was then outstand- 
ing and that at present this would be approximately 2.3 per 


J. J. Pelley, president of the Association of American Rail- 
roads, was scheduled to appear before the banking and cur- 
rency committees of Congress on the railroad phase of the 
“self-liquidating” project bills. He said the railroads were 
opposed to the set-up proposed and that he would recommend 
that section 8 of the bill be eliminated and that the RFC simply 
be authorized to make loans to railroads for the purchase of 
equipment. He did not think that if section 8 became law there 
would be much activity under it on the part of the railroads. 
The plan proposed in the bill, said he, would not work. 


MONEY FOR HIGHWAYS 


Legislation recommended by President Roosevelt for fed- 
eral financing of self-liquidating projects to stimulate business, 
embodied in S. 2759 and H. R. 7120, introduced by Senator 
Barkley and Representative Steagall, respectively, provides 
$750,000,000 for post roads, highways, parkways, grade cross- 
ings, underpasses, overpasses, viaducts, bridges and tunnels 
and related -projects. 

The Public Roads Administration would administer the pro- 
visions relating to highways. It would have power to con- 
struct, reconstruct, alter, extend, enlarge, improve, repair, and 
acquire highway improvements with a view to promoting inter- 
state commerce, aiding in the national defense, facilitating the 
use of the mails, or promoting the general welfare. It would 
also have power to maintain and operate highway improve- 
ments and, with the approval of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, fix, maintain and collect tolls and other charges 
for the use of highway improvements “which shall be sufficient 
(after making reasonable allowances for operation and main- 
tenance expenses for depreciation to the extent not provided 
for by amortization and contingencies, to amortize the cost 
of such highway improvements with interest.” 

Provision is made for condemnation of needed lands and 
for carrying out recommendations made by the Bureau of 
Public Roads in its recent report on toll roads and free roads. 

Thomas H. MacDonald, commissioner of public roads, re- 
viewed the recent report of the Bureau of Public Roads on 
highways before the Senate banking and currency committee 
July 13. The possibility of toll highways being self-liquidating 
was quite remote, said he, but took the position that there 
might be types of highways here and there which would be 
self-liquidating. When he referred to projects around cities 
which might be financed under the plan in the bill through lo- 
cal units of government agreeing to pay the federal govern- 
ment principal and interest, Senator Taft, of Ohio, said such 
projects would not be self-liquidating projects. 


REVENUE TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


Class I steam railways in the United States, exclusive of 
switching and terminal companies, had freight revenue of 
$224,221,196 in April this year as compared with $211,106,246 
in April last year, and freight revenue of $952,323,779 for the 
four months ended with April, 1939, as compared with $853,- 
988,952 in the corresponding period last year, according to a 
Commission compilation (statement M-220). 


These roads carried 100,935,372 revenue tons of freight 
in April as compared with 97,823,528 revenue tons in April 
last year, and 454,460,973 tons in the four months ended with 
April as compared with 414,458,519 tons in the corresponding 
period last year. They had passenger revenue of $31,767,384 
in April as compared with $31,668,605 in April last year, and 
$127,895,652 in the four months ending with April as compared 
with $130,881,588 in the corresponding period last year. 

In a foot note, the Commission said that to obtain com- 
parability the passenger traffic statistics of the Southern Pa- 
cific Company’s electric lines at San Francisco were omitted 
from the 1938 figures in the compilation because in 1939 the 
operation of those electric lines was transferred to the Intel- 
urban Electric Railway Co., which did not report in thal 
monthly series. It said that statements for months prior t0 
April, 1939, included the 1938 electric line statistics. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 





RAIL SPLIT-DELIVERY 


IVIDING five to four, the Commission, in I. and S. 4534, 

split delivery rules in the south, has found not justified 
proposed schedules of the Louisville & Nashville, Southern, the 
Illinois Central and others, providing for split-delivery of ship- 
ments stopped in transit for partial unloading at points inter- 
mediate to final destinations and moving under all-freight com- 
modity rates from points on and north of the Ohio River to 
destinations in the south. The finding of non-justification, how- 
ever, is without prejudice to the establishment of rates and 
rules in conformity with the findings in I. and S. 4531, Follow- 
lot Cars to Texas and in I. and S. 4315, Middle Atlantic States 
Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., vs. Central of New Jersey. 


__ The minority four, Commissioner Aitchison not having par- 
ticipated in the disposition of the case, consisted of Commis- 


sioners Eastman, who dissented in part, Mahaffie, Miller and 
Splawn. 


As stated by the Commision, the proposal of the car- 
riers was to establish, in connection with the application of 
all-freight commodity rates, rules governing stoppage in transit 
to complete loading or partially to unload and rules governing 
split deliveries; that is, the authorization of the sorting of 
carload freight, in packages, into several lots, for distribution 
or reforwarding. The Commission said that the rules pro- 
vided also that when the consignee desired that a portion or 
portions of the contents of a car be forwarded to points be- 
yond the destination of the carload, such freight, when neces- 
sary, would be transported either in switch service or by truck, 
to the freight station of another carrier without additional 
charge for the transfer other than the service charge for split 
deliveries of 2% cents a hundred pounds; and also that when a 
consignee desired one portion of the contents of a car de- 
livered to a private or assigned siding by switch service such 
switch service should be in addition to the service charge. 

The schedules were suspended on protest of the Southern 
Motor Carriers Rate Conference. 


The suspended rules, the report said, were separately pub- 
lished in the tariff containing the all-freight rates, the split- 
delivery tariff and the stopping-in-transit tariff. The primary 
issue, it said, was as to the lawfulness of the suspended provi- 
sions of the split-delivery tariff. 


In justification of the proposed rule authorizing the split- 
delivery service where shipments were stopped for partial un- 
loading, the carriers, the Commission said, contended the ar- 
rangement was necessary to enable them to compete with the 
service granted by motor carriers. Protestants contended, it 
said, that the split-delivery service at intermediate points mov- 
ing on the all-freight rates would be unlawful and that that 
was indicated by comparisons of carload charges; for example, 
on three separate carload shipments weighing 20,000 pounds 
each, moving from Chicago, IIll., to Memphis, Tenn., Jackson, 
Miss., and New Orleans, La., the charges would be higher than 
those which would accrue on a 60,000 pound shipment billed 
direct to New Orleans and assessed the through charges plus 
the charges for two intermediate stops for unloading 20,000 
pounds. The truckers also argued that their contention that 
the split-delivery services at intermediate points as contem- 
plated by the schedules were illegal, was supported by a finding 
in Freight Forwarding Investigation, 229 I. C. C. 201, p. 257. 
The Commission observed that in the instant proceeding there 
was no issue as to a violation of section 6, adding that it was 
proposed to publish the necessary rules for the practice under 
consideration. 


In disposing of the matter the Commission said: 


There is no indication that the rules relating to split-deliveries 
which respondents propose to establish would in any respect be un- 
lawful if lawful carload rates and minima were applied in connection 
therewith. In (I. & S. No. 4531), follow-lot cars to Texas, I. C. C. ..., 
we condemned the practice of using two or three cars without require- 
ment as to the loading of the cars, and in (I. & S. No. 4315), Middle 
Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., vs. Central R. Co., of 
New Jersey, I. C. C. ..., relating, among other things, to all-freight 
carload rates from Chicago, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., to Birmingham, 
Ala., we found that to the extent that the charges thereunder are 
hot graduated according to the capacity of the cars, and to the extent 
that the tariff provisions in connection therewith accord shippers in 
Position to ship two or more carloads on one bill of lading charges 
Which are more favorable than those accorded competing shippers who 


are unable to ship more than one carload at a time, the rates in issue 
result and will result in undue preference and prejudice. 


In his partial dissent Commissioner Eastman said he did 
not agree that the carload rates and minima here involved were 
unlawful. He said he agreed there was no indication that the 
rules relating to split-deliveries which respondents proposed 
to establish would in any respect be unlawful if lawful carload 
rates and minima were applied in connection therewith. 

In his judgment, said Commissioner Mahaffie, the record 
abundantly supported a conclusion that the tariffs under sus- 
pension should be found justified. The facts of record, so far 
as reflected by the report of the majority, appeared, said he, 
to justify the proposals. 

“The conclusion and finding of the majority,” said he, 
“are based, not upon the record, but upon the findings in Mid- 
dle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., vs. Central 
of New Jersey, supra, and cases consolidated therewith. For 
reasons stated in my dissent therein I am unable to concur 
in the finding here. This case should be decided on its own 
record.” 

The facts of record, Commissioner Splawn said, afforded no 
grounds for a finding that they would be unlawful. Noting that 
the majority based its conclusion on the Follow-Lot Cars case, 
Mr. Splawn further noted that in his dissent in that case he 
pointed out that the finding therein was based on evidence not 
responsive to the issue therein, the schedules there considered 
relating solely to an operating arrangement and having been 
filed pursuant to the Commission’s admonition in an earlier 
proceeding. Nor, said he, did he agree that the conclusions in 
the Middle Atlantic States case had a bearing on the finding 
herein in the absence of a showing that the circumstances and 
conditions in connection with traffic moving under all-commod- 
ity rates subject to the rule in issue and general carload traffic 
were similar. 


MOTOR COMMODITY RATES TO VA. 


“This finding is without prejudice to any other or different 
finding that may be reached in Ex Parte No. MC 20, eastern 
trunk line motor carrier rates,” said division 5 when it found 
not unlawful in I. and.S. M-540, Carlyle Brown, commodity 
rates, Baltimore and Washington to Culpeper, a proposal of 
that carrier to establish reduced rates on certain commodities 
from Baltimore, Md., and Washington, D. C., to Culpeper, Va. 
Those found lawful were rates of 20 cents, less than truck- 
load, and 15 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, from Baltimore, 
and 12 cents, less than truckload, and 11 cents, minimum 20,000 
pounds, from Washington, on beverages, brooms, broom han- 
dles, cigars, cigarettes, tobacco, groceries, twine, and rope, 
to Culpeper. 


The proposed rates mentioned were also sought for applica- 
tion to Brightwood, Madison and Washington, Va., but the 
Commission found that that carrier, Carlyle Brown, of Bos- 
ton, Va., did not have authority to serve those points and 
ordered cancelation of the suspended schedules pertaining to 
that part of the proposal. The Commission said that in MC 
34479 it authorized the carrier, October 18, 1937, to continue 
operation as a common carrier of live stock and farm products 
from points in Culpeper, Fauquier, Madison, Orange, Page and 
Rappahannock counties, Va., to Washington and Baltimore, and 
general commodities from Baltimore and Washington to points 
in Culpeper county. In that case the carrier sought to continue 
operation as a contract carrier of cattle, fertilizer, groceries, 
and other commodities between points in Culpeper county and 
surrounding territory in Virginia, on the one hand, and Wash- 
ington, and Baltimore, on the other. Hence, the Commission 
said, the carrier had no operating rights to transport general 
commodities, including those considered, from Baltimore and 
Washington to Brightwood, Madison and Washington, Va. 

The proposed rates found lawful by the Commission, which 
became effective May 19, 1939, were published in lieu of any- 
quantity commodity rates ranging from 17 to 30 cents. Pro- 
test was made by the Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier 
Conference, Inc. Members of the conference and rail carriers, 
the report said, maintained a rate on groceries from Baltimore 
to Culpeper of 70 cents, any quantity, and rates on beverages 
of 40 cents, less than truckloads or in less than carloads, and 
22 cents in truckloads, minimum 20,000 pounds, or in rail car- 
loads, minimum 30,000 pounds. Rates of those competitors on 
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the other commodities under consideration, the report said, 
were lower than the rate on groceries, but higher than those 
on beverages. 

With respect to earnings under the proposed rates, the 
Commission said that the rates did not appear to be so low 
that they could be found non-compensatory. It said it had not 
prescribed a maximum or minimum reasonable basis of rates 
for carriers in the territory, and “therefore have no guide for 
the establishment of minimum reasonable rates for the hauls 
considered herein, other than the meager facts of record.” 


MONTANA-WYOMING OIL RATES 


Dealing with the relationship of rates on petroleum and 
its products from refining points in Wyoming and Montana to 
destinations in the Dakotas and Minnesota, the Commission, 
division 3, in I. and S. 4550, petroleum, Wyoming to Minne- 
sota, North Dakota and South Dakota, has found not justified 
proposed reduced rates from Cody, Greybull and Lovell, Wyo., 
without prejudice to the establishment of higher differentials 
from northern Wyoming than those proposed. The report 
also embraces No. 27991, Standard Oil Co. (Indiana) vs. C. 
B. & Q. et al. and fourth section application No. 17437, petro- 
leum from Greybull and Cody, Wyo., the formal complainant 
having a refinery at Greybull. 

These proceedings were one result of a revision of rates 
ordered in Independent Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F., 225 
I. C. C. 479 and 229 I. C. C. 595. Reductions ordered in that 
case, according to this report, destroyed the rate relationship 
that had existed between Montana and Wyoming refinery 
points, the Montana points being Laurel and Billings and the 
Wyoming points being Cody, Greybull and Lovell. That dis- 
turbance, the report said, brought the complaint by the Stand- 
ard of Indiana. Complainants and the railroads, according to 
the report, agreed on reduced rates from the northern Wyo- 
ming points, but when the schedules were filed Billings and 
Laurel refiners protested and brought about the suspension 
proceeding. 

On refined oils, said the report, the proposed rates from 
Wyoming points were based on a differential of four cents over 
Billings and Laurel and three cents on low grade oils, with 
exceptions. In justification of the proposed differentials, it 
was shown, said the report, that they were generally the same 
as those applicable southbound. 

Laurel and Billings refiners contended, the report said, 
that the proposed differentials against the northern Wyoming 
points were too low to reflect their geographical advantage. 
The Commission said that if the differentials were to be made 
uniform they should be higher than four cents. Prior to the 
effective date of the rates prescribed in the Independent Re- 
fining Co. case, the report said, Billings and Laurel had rates 
generally seven or eight cents under northern Wyoming, but 
by the reductions required in that proceeding to most of the 
destinations the differences were increased substantially. 

The Commission found the suspended schedules not justified 
because, as it said, they would unduly prefer the Wyoming 
refiners. That finding it said, was without prejudice to the 
establishment, over routes not more than 50 per cent cir- 
cuitous, of rates in which the differentials from the northern 
Wyoming refining points over Billings and Laurel shall be 
seven cents where a rate of 46 cents was prescribed or ap- 
proved, six cents where a rate of 48 cents was prescribed, five 
cents where a rate of 50 cents was prescribed and four cents 
where rates of 55 and 57.5 cents were prescribed, to the des- 
tinations here involved, in the Independent Refining Co. case. 
These differentials, the report said, included the ten per cent 
increase. Rates to branch line points, it said, were to be made 
in accordance with the supplemental report in that case. Low 
grade rates are to be made on the basis of 80 per cent of the 
rates on refined products. The suspended schedules are to be 
canceled not later than August 14. 

The formal complaint, the report said, would be held in 
abeyance pending establishment of the rates approved in this 
report. 

Relief for the long lines were granted in fourth section 
order No. 13471 from the Wyoming refinery points, subject 
to a fifty per cent circuity limitation. 


MOTOR RATES ON LINOLEUM 


Because respondent failed to appear at the hearing and 
left it without evidence, other than that submitted by pro- 
testants, on which to determine whether the proposed rates 
were in violation of the motor carrier act, the Commission, by 
division 5, in I. and S. M-594, linoleum, New Jersey, New 
York and Pennsylvania to Rome, Syracuse and Utica, has found 
unlawful a proposal of R. L. Richards, of Utica, N. Y., a motor 
common carrier, to establish reduced commodity rates on 
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linoleum from Brooklyn, N. Y., Kearny and Newark, N. J., and 
Marcus Hook, Pa., to Rome, Syracuse, and Utica, N. Y. Opera- 
tion of the schedules was suspended until July 30. Protest 
was made by members of the Middle Atlantic States Motor 
Carrier Conference, Inc. The proposed rates, the report said, 
were 50 cents on less than truck load quantities and 34 cents 
on truckloads, minimum 20,000 pounds. The proposed rates, 
the reported said, ranged from 11 to 17 cents less than those 
of protestants. 


TRACK MATERIAL RATE JUSTIFIED 


The Commission, by division 2, in I. and S. No. 4594, track } 


material, California to Calexico, Calif, has found justified 
suspended schedules of the Southern Pacific Co. proposing an 
increased rate of 25 cents, minimum 80,000 pounds, on_used 
iron or steel railway track material, from Los Angeles, Calif, 
and related California points to Calexico, Calif., for export 
to Mexico. The proposed rate was to apply in lieu of a com- 
modity rate of 19 cents, same minimum, which was estab- 
lished for the benefit of the Mexican government. Operation 
of the schedules was suspended until September 28 on protest 
of the L. B. Foster Co., Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa. ee 

Under the interstate commerce act, the Commission said 
it was without authority to compel respondent to establish and 
maintain less than reasonable rates, and “certainly it may 
not be successfully argued that the 25-cent rate proposed 
exceeds that limit.” A schedule, it said, must appear to violate 
the terms of some particular provision of the act before it 
might be found not justified. It cited Trucks on Flat Cars 
Between Chicago and Twin Cities, 216 I. C. C. 435, 444, as 
controlling, and said there was no suggestion of unjust dis- 
crimination or undue prejudice. 

The 19-cent rate was established June 20, 1938, to expire 
December 20 of that year, but was later extended to expire 
February 28, 1939. The track material was to be delivered to 
the Southern Pacific at origin, already on cars, by the Santa 
Fe. The report said that traffic that was expected after the 
expiration date of the 19-cent rate had been extended had 
not been offered to the Southern Pacific for movement to 
Calexico prior to April 26, 1939. 


BUTTER TUB RATE COMPLEXITIES 

The Commission, by division 2, has dismissed No. 27898, 
First National Stores, Inc., vs. Ann Arbor et al., the complaint 
assailing rates on used wooden butter tubs, with covers, car- 
loads, from Somerville, Mass., to Pipestone, Minn. The matter 
was made complex by the fact that some of the traffic moved 
over differential routes through Canada and the further fact 
there were that some rates dependent on the inclusion of small 
wooden barrel in shipments with the wooden butter tubs. 

Seventy-three carloads of empty butter tubs were moved 
between November 22, 1935, and September 28, 1937. Seventy 
of the shipments moved, the report said, over all-rail differen- 
tial routes, and three over a differential rail-lake-rail route 
through Canada. 

In dismissing the complaint, the Commission commented 
that as the shipments consisted of mixed tubs and barrels 
the rates on which were not assailed in this complaint (the 
rates assailed being those applicable on empty butter tubs) 
no reparation might be awarded and no finding as to the 
past would be made. The report further said that the com- 
plaint named as parties defendants only those carriers which 
participated in the transportation over differential routes. Even 
though the evidence might warrant a finding of unreasonable- 
ness, said the Commission, no effective order to remove such 
violations could be entered because certain carriers forming 
standard routes between Somerville and Pipestone had _ not 
been made defendants. The report added that since the Com- 
mission was without jurisdiction to prescribe rates over differ- 
ential routes through Canada it necessarily followed that 
complainant’s prayer for rates for the future must be denied. 


HOUSEHOLD GOODS RATES 


Saying that its findings should not be construed as con- 
stituting approval by it of the rates, charges, rules, and regula- 
tions in either Agents G. B. Holman’s or W. M. Miller’s tariffs, 
or as approving protestant’s and respondents’ method. of 
publishing rates on a “per-cubic-foot” basis, the Commission, 
by division 5, in I. and S. M-565, household goods rates of 
Jacob’s Van Line, embracing also M-572, household goods over 
Allied Pittsburgh Warehouse & Van Co., has found not unlaw- 
ful rates, charges, rules and regulations which would become 
applicable for the transportation of such goods over [re 
spondents’ lines between points in the United States. They 
would become applicable by reason of respondents’ withdrawal 
from participation in the Holman tariff and their participation 
in the Miller tariff. 
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The respondents, common carriers, proposed to cancel 
participation in Holman’s MF I. C. C. No. 10 and become a 
party to the Miller tariff, MF I. C. C. No. 96. The schedules 


in I. & S. M-565 were suspended until September 16 and 
in I. & S. M-572 until June 27. Protest was made by the 
Household Goods Carriers Bureau. According to the report 
poth the Holman and Miller tariffs apply between points in 
the United States, and also from and to points in Canada 
and Mexico. It said that the rates in the Holman tariff 
were somewhat higher than those in the Miller tariff, except 
that the rates in the former between points in southern terri- 
tory and from points in that territory to points in other 
territories were generally the same as those maintained in 
the Miller tariff. 

Jacob’s Freight Line, the report said, testified that at 
least nine carriers in Chicago, parties to the Miller tariff, 
were his principal competitors, and that he received many 
requests for rate quotations, principally from former cus- 
tomers, but that in many instances he lost the business to 
competing motor common carriers which participated in the 
lower rates. The Allied Pittsburgh Warehouse & Van Co. 
said that it would be able to operate profitably if permitted 
to become a party to the Miller tariff. According to the re- 
port, the proposals, if permitted to become effective, would 
have the effect of reducing respondents’ present rates on house- 
hold goods. : 7 

The Commission said that there was no evidence in the 
instant proceeding which would justify a different conclusion 
from that reached in I. and S. No. M-512, Household Goods 
Rates of A. D. Rymers & Sons, decided April 5, 1939. 


MOTOR PASSENGER FARES 


The Commission, by division 5, in I. and S. M-579, Mont- 
gomery Bus Lines, fares between District of Columbia and 
Maryland, has found not justified a proposal of that company 
to increase its fares for the transportation of passengers by 
motorbus between Washington, D. C., and points in Mont- 
gomery county, Md. The applicant, according to the report, 
is a wholly owned subsidiary of the Capital Transit Co., which 
owns and operates a system of street railway and motorbus 
lines in the District of Columbia and Maryland. 


FINE COAL-FUEL OIL COMPETITION 


With a view to permitting fine coal better to compete with 
fuel oil, the Commission, division 2, in fourth section applica- 
tion No. 17480, coal to Wilmington and Jacksonville, has au- 
thorized carriers represented by J. G. Kerr, in fourth section 
order No. 13476, to make a 35 cents a ton reduction on fine coal 
to Wilmington, N. C., and Jacksonville, Fla., without observing 
the long and short haul part of section 4. Relief has been de- 
nied on coal destined to Acme, N. C. The Commission said the 
facts as to Acme did not warrant relief at that point. Among 
the facts as to Acme, the report shows, is that the woodpulp 
plant at which fine coal is expected to be used has not been 
built. The relief is subject to a 33% per cent circuity limita- 
tion. 

The relief to Wilmington is as to coal from mines in Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, southwest Virginia and West Virginia. As 
to Jacksonville, the relief is on coal from mines in Alabama, 
Kentucky, Tennessee and southwest Virginia. ; 

Pocahontas lines, although parties to the application, ac- 
cording to the report, were opposed in principle to the estab- 
lishment of rates on fine coal, that is, such as will pass through 
a two-inch hole, lower than on other grades or sizes of coal. It 
was their position, said the report, that such rates were funda- 
mentally unsound, were not justified by any transportation con- 
sideration, amounted to differentiation in rates, depending on 
the use of the coal, necessarily resulted in discrimination among 
shippers and receivers or coal, and were apt to spread and 
cause serious revenue losses to the carriers. Similar conten- 
tions, among others, the report said, were made on behalf of 
those carriers in coal to Charleston, S. C. Savannah and Bruns- 
wick, Ga., 223 I. C. C. 577. : 

As in other cases of this sort the Commission put into its 
report figures from the testimony to show under what prices 
fine coal and fuel oil were deemed competitive in the eyes of 
the user. It said that while some fuel oil was used at interior 
points, the competitive situation as between the two fuels was 
materially different from that at the ports due in part to the 
cost incurred in transporting the oil from the ports. 

Applicants, the report said, contemplated handling, with- 
out added train miles, any additional traffic they might obtain 
as a result of the establishment of the proposed rates. The 
rates proposed at Wilmington, and Jacksonville, it said, would 
yield 4 mills a ton-mile and, based on a carload weight of 
100,000 pounds, 20 cents a car-mile over routes as much as 31 
per cent circuitous, and would be reasonably compensatory. 
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The report said it was not necessary, under the conditions, to 
require the observance of the equidistant provision of section 
4. It said that in complying with the circuity limitation, the 
average distance from all points in a coal producing group or 
the distance from a central point in a group might be compared 
with the distance from a group over the short tariff route. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Unmanufactured Tobacco 


No. 28092, Penn Tobacco Co. vs. Louisville & Nashville 
et al. By division 2. Dismissed. Rates, unmanufactured to- 
bacco, shipped two years prior to August 23, 1938, Louisville, 
Lexington and Maysville, Ky., to Wilkes-Barre, Pa., not shown 
to have been, or to be, unreasonable. 


Apples 


No. 28038, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Com- 
merce et al. vs. Pennsylvania et al. By division 4. Rate, 
apples, Greenville and Fairfield, Va., to points within the 
lighterage limits of New York Harbor, N. Y., shipped Septem- 
ber 4, 1935, and later, not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful, 
but shipments found to have been misrouted. Reparation of 
$57.60, with interest, awarded to Wray Goodwin Co., Inc. Ac- 
cording to the report, two shipments moved from Greenville 
on September 4, 1935, and three moved from Fairfield on Oc- 
tober 25, 26 and 28, 1937. On the shipments from Greenville, 
and on one shipment from Fairfield charges were collected 
based on a combination rate of 32 cents, minimum 32,000 
pounds, composed of a joint export rate of 26 cents to Man- 
hattan Piers, N. J., and a proportional rate of 6 cents for the 
lighterage movement beyond. On the two remaining ship- 
ments from Fairfield, the report said, the 26 cent rate was 
charged, and outstanding undercharge bills were pending on 
the basis of the 32 cent rate. Defendants were authorized to 
waive collection of outstanding undercharges on the two ship- 
ments which were charged the 26 cent rate. 

Steel Billets, Etc. 

No. 28087, Bridgeport Machine Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
By division 4. Rates, steel billets, forgings, or bars, in straight 
carloads, Pittsburgh, Erie, Johnstown, Bethlehem and Steel- 
ton, Pa., to Wichita, Kan., on shipments between September 
30, 1929, and October 22, 1930, unreasonable to the extent that 
they exceeded rates on like traffic prescribed for application 
concurrently to the first more distant point in Oklahoma on the 
same rate-making route as described in complainant’s appen- 
dices A and B. The decision follows the disposition made in 
Mosbacher Motor Co. vs. Alton & Southern, 198 I. C. C. 408. 
The Commission said the same rate situation was presented in 
the instant proceding, adding that it was well settled that all 
persons similarly situated were entitled to the benefits of the 
previous findings. Reparation of $1,136.82, with interest, 
awarded. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC 89067, Willard I. Donohoe and Harry D. Peters, 
contract carrier application, the Commission, by division 5, has 
denied a permit authorizing operation as a contract carrier of 
petroleum products, in tank trucks, from Seaford, Del., and 
Salisbury, Md., to points on the Delaware-Maryland-Virginia 
peninsular, over irregular routes. The Commission said that 
if applicants were granted the authority sought they would 
operate in the same general territory as both a private and 
contract carrier. Thus it said it had a situation essentially the 
same as that considered in Geraci Contract Carrier Applica- 
tion, 7 M. C. C. 369, “and we conclude that the principle of 
that case should be applied here.” Dissenting, Commissioner 
Lee said he was of the opinion that the proposed operations 
would provide a needed service and would not materially af- 
fect existing operations of other carriers, and that the Geraci 
case principle was not applicable. 

In MC 45192, James E. Merriman and Joseph H. Hunter, 
common carrier application, the Commission, by division 5, 
has authorized continuance of operations as a common carrier 
of electrical machinery, appliances, and supplies, and materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the manufacture, sale, or dis- 
tribution of such commodities, between Pittsburgh, Pa., and 
Mansfield, O., over specified routes, and between Pittsburgh, 
on the one hand, and Derry, East Pittsburgh, Trafford and 
Carnegie, Pa., on the other, and Mansfield, O., on the one hand, 
and Galion and Plymouth, O., on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

In MC 3114, Sub. No. 1, Theodore Hamil Compton, exten- 
sion of operation—Pittsburgh and Cumberland, the Commis- 
sion, by division 5, has authorized operation as a common car- 
rier of liquid petroleum products, in bulk, from Pittsburgh 
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and East Freedom, Pa., to Cumberland, Md., and points in 
Maryland within 5 miles thereof, and Romney, W. Va., over 
irregular routes. 

In MC 94346, Roy E. Gaines, common carrier application, 
the Commission, by division 5, on reconsideration has author- 
ized operation as a common carrier of oil field equipment 
and supplies in Texas, between points and places, on the one 
hand, and oil field locations, on the other, within a redius of 
200 miles of Sinton, Tex., over irregular routes. 

In MC 34843, Sub. No. 1, Rex Oil Co., contract carrier 
application, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized op- 
eration as a contract carrier of gasoline, benzol and natural 
gasoline, in tank trucks, from points in a specified portion of 
Ohio and Indiana, except Toledo, O., to Detroit and Flat Rock, 
Mich., and gasoline from Detroit to Ft. Wayne, Ind., over 
irregular routes. 

In MC 55778, E. E. Mills Trucking Co., Inc., common car- 
rier application, embracing also extension of operations, the 
Commission, by division 5, has authorized continuance of op- 
eration as a common carrier of general commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between points in Indiana, Michigan and Ohio, over 
specified routes, under the grandfather clause. It has also 
authorized operation as a common carrier of general commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between points in Indiana and Michigan, 
over specified routes. 

In MC F-751, Tidewater Express Lines, Inc., purchase, 
R. F. & P. Transportation Co., the Commission, by division 5, 
has authorized purchase by Tidewater Express Lines, Inc., of 
Baltimore, Md., or operating rights and property of R. F. & P. 
Transportation Co., of Richmond, Va. 

In MC F-683, Jesse L. Riley, purchase, William F. Peter- 
son, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized purchase by 
Jesse L. Riley, of Pratt, Kan., dba Riley’s Truck Line, of 
operating rights of William F. Peterson, of Hutchinson, Kan., 
dba A & A Truck Line. 

In MC 2220, Sub. No. 2, J. H. Harriss, extension of opera- 
tions to Oklahoma, the Commission, by division 5, has author- 
ized operation as a common carrier of refined petroleum 
products, in bulk, over specified regular routes, from points in 
Kansas and Oklahoma to destinations in Colorado. 


In MC F-769, Champlain Bus Corporation, purchase, Adi- 
rondack Motor Bus Co., Inc., the Commission, by division 5, 
has authorized purchase by Champlain Bus Corporation, of 
New York, N. Y., of operating rights of Adirondack Motor 
Bus Co., Inc., of Sarnac Lake, N. Y. 

In MC 88226, Black Hills-Billings Stages, common carrier 
application, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized op- 
eration as a common carrier of passengers and their baggage, 
and express mail, and newspapers, over a specified route, be- 
tween Sheridan, Wyo., and Deadwood, S. D. It has also au- 
thorized the/\traysportation of special or chartered parties. 








Commissjon ers noted a dissent. 
| OMMISSION ORDERS 
1. &FS. . 4530, transit on cottonseed at Quanah, Tex. Order 
entered rilfll, as modified by order of April 28, which was by its 
terms made effective ly 15, on not less than one day’s notice, further 


modified to become effective August 15, on not less than one day’s notice 
instead of July 15. 

MC 845, Wheeling, St. Clairsville & Cambridge Transportation Co., 
common carrier applicaticn. Applicant’s petition for rehearing and 
reconsideration, denied. 

MC 6637, Sub. No. 1, George D. Miller, extension of operations. 
Matter reopened for reconsideration on present record. 

MC 89881, Clark N. Rice, contract carrier application. Bonner 
Hauling Co., Inc., permitted to Intervene. Matter reopened for further 
hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed. 

MC 91735, Herman Marquedtson, common carrier application. Mat- 
ter reopened for further hearing at time and place to be fixed. 

MC 94069, L. J. Kloppstein, contract carrier application. Matter 
reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed. 

MC 94227, W. B. Ballew, common carrier application. Matter 
reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed. 

Ex Parte MC 2, in the matter of maximum hours of service of 
motor carrier employes. Petition for exemption from requirement to 
maintain drivers’ log, established in this proceeding, denied. 

No. 28289, Eastern Meat Packers Association et al. vs. A. & R. 
et al. John Morrell & Co., Rath Packing Co. and George A. Hormel 
& Co. permitted to intervene. 

MC 58994, John B. Southee, Inc., common carrier application; and 
MC 58995, Same, contract carrier application. Matters reopened for 
further hearing at time and place to be fixed. 

MC 58995, John B. Southee, Inc., contract carrier application. 
Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co. permitted to intervene. 

MC 87935, Terminal Motors of Indiana, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. Investigation showing that operations involved in application 
have been discontinued and abandoned and that applicant has failed to 
respond to inquiries concerning his present status as a motor carrier 
and his intentions with respect to this application, applicant required 
to show cause in writing, within thirty days from date of service of 
this order, why application should not be denied. 

MC 91542, Lincoln Distributors, Inc. Request of protestant, rail car- 
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riers in Official Classification territory, for authority to withdraw its 
exceptions to recommended order, granted, and exceptions considered 
withdrawn as of June 10. Recommended order made effective as order 
of Commission as of June 10. Order of April 15, referring matter to 
Examiner I. Freidson for hearing and for recommendation of an appro- 
priate order accompanied by reason therefor, vacated and set aside. 

1. & S. M-359, River Terminals Corporation, class and commodity 
rates. Order of May 20, which by its terms requires cancellation of 
certain schedules described therein on or before July 17, modified so 
as to require cancellation of said schedules on or before August 17, 
on not less than one day’s notice. 

Finance No. 12395, application of Avon, Geneseo & Mount Morris 
for certificate permitting abandonment of its entire line extending from 
Avon to Sonyea, Livingston county, N. Y. Trustees of property of Erie 
authorized to become parties to proceeding herein. 

Finance No. 12172, application of Southern Pacific Co. for certif- 
icate permitting abandonment of operation over line of railroad of 
Coos Bay Lumber Co. between Myrtle Point and Powers, Ore. Applica- 
tion dismissed on applicant’s request. 

Fourth section application No. 13918, Commodity Rates to South 
Atlantic Ports, 186 I. C. C. 675, 197 I. C. C. 309, 214 I. C. C. 7, and 
222 I. C. C. 427. Proceeding only so far as conclusions therein may be 
affected by findings in I. & S. No. 4663, stopping in transit at south 
Atlantic ports, reopened and assigned for hearing with said I. & §S. 
proceeding on July 19, 10 o’clock a. m. standard time, Washington, 
D. C., before Examiner Weems. 

No. 27441, Midvale Co. vs. W. & L. E. et al.; No. 27742, M. Glos- 
ser & Sons vs. B. & O. et al.; No. 27733, Same vs. C. & O. et al. 
Order entered March 7, as subsequently modified to become effeciive 
on August 12, on not less than 30 days’ notice further modified to 
become effective on August 12, on not less than 10 days’ notice instead 
of 30 days’ notice. 

No. 28287, Associated Distributors et al. vs. Bamberger Electric 
et al. E. O. Muir & Co., Inc., permitted to intervene. 

MC 18857, Russell J. Dietz, common carrier application. Applicant's 
exceptions to recommended order overruled without consideration, 
applicant having failed to file additional copies required by Commis- 
sion’s rules, although requested so to do on December 13, 1938, and 
January 23. Recommended order made effective as order of Commis- 
sion as of June 28. 

MC 93384, Benjamin E. Grove, common carrier application. Tak- 
ing effect of recommended order stayed pending further order of Com- 
mission. Exceptions to report and recommended order herein filed by 
applicant received as part of record. 

MC 19306, Teaming Corporation of Rhode Island, contract carrier 
application. Matter reopened for further hearing at time and place to 
be fixed. 

MC 88679, Ralph Gatta. Application dismissed on request of appli- 
cant. 

MC 7315, M. P. Lipe, common carrier application. Rutherford 
Freight Lines, Inc., Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., and Southeastern 
Motor Lines, Inc., permitted to intervene. Petition for leave to inter- 
vene and to file briefs filed by Rutherford Freight Lines, Inc., et al., 
denied in all other respects. 

MC 15453, Isaac L. LaClair, common carrier application. Matter 
reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed. 

MC 30616, Queen Trucking Co., Inc., common carrier application. 
Rutherford Freight Lines, Inc., Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., and South- 
eastern Motor Lines, Inc., permitted to intervene. Petition of Ruther- 
ford Freight Lines, Inc., et al., to intervene and to file briefs denied 
in all other respects. 

MC 89798, Murphy Bus Co., common carrier application. Reply to 
exceptions heretofore filed by Murphy Bus Co. received and made a 
part of the record herein. 

MC 93943, Theron E. Hines, G. F. Herring, Jr., Ennis Kornegay, 
and Don E. Kornegay, dba Wayne Motor Lines, common carrier appli- 
cation. Rutherford Freight Lines, Inc., Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., 
and Southeastern Motor Lines, Inc., permitted to intervene. Petition 
of Rutherford Freight Lines, Inc., et al., to intervene and to file briefs 
denied in all other respects. 

Finance No. 12438, application of receiver of Minneapolis & St. 
Louis for certificate permitting abandonment of the line extending from 


Watertown to Aberdeen, S. D. Application dismissed on request of 
applicant. 


PETROLEUM RATES RELATIONSHIP 


The Commission has reopened for further hearing No. 
17000, part 4, petroleum and petroleum products, and No. 
18458, general petroleum investigation, embracing the pro- 
ceedings listed in a foot note of the report therein, 171 I. C. C. 
286, on the question of relationship of rates east and west of 
the Mississippi. The hearing has been set before Examiner 
Witters at the Peabody Hotel, Memphis, Tenn., July 24. 

Consideration of the question of relationship was brought 
about by a petition of the St. Louis-Southwestern for a modi- 
fication of the order in the cases that have been reopened to 
the extent necessary to enable that carrier to establish a 
rate of 15 cents on gasoline, kerosene and naphtha from 
Shreveport and Bossier City, La., to Memphis and beyond 
without corresponding reductions from other southwestern 
points of origin. The reopening embraces not only the rela- 
tionship between the rates from the two origin points in 
northwestern Louisiana and other points in southwestern ter- 
ritory to the destination territory, but also the relationship 
of the rates from the New Orleans-Baton Rouge group which 
is in southern territory. Rates from the east-side group have 
been much affected by barge transportation on the Mississippi. 
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in I. C. C. Cases 





FINE COAL-FUEL OIL COMPETITION 


ELIEF from the long and short haul part of the fourth 

section to enable fine coal from Alabama mines to compete 
with water-borne fuel oil at Panama City, Fla., has been rec- 
ommended by Examiner C. K. Glover in fourth section applica- 
tion No. 17527, fine coal to Panama City, subject to a 44 per 
cent circuity limitation. Forty-four per cent is the degree of 
circuity of the longest practicable route. The examiner said 
the Commission should find the situation was one in which its 
authority to afford relief was not limited by the equidistant 
provision of the fourth section. 

Rates proposed, the examiner said, should be found rea- 
sonably compensatory. The yield, he said, would be 3.8 mills 
a ton-mile as minimum, 19.2 cents a car-mile, over the routes 
shown in the record, the most circuitous one of which was forty- 
four per cent longer than the direct route. 

Any additional traffic the railroads might obtain as a result 
of the establishment of the rates proposed, Examiner Glover 
said, could be handled without added train-miles. The pro- 
posal was made so as to enable the railroads to compete in 
the hauling of fuel for the Southern Craft Corporation, a manu- 
facturer of woodpulp board, a large user of either coal or fuel 
oil at Panama City. There was no opposition, the examiner 
said, to grant of relief. Under the proposed adjustment, ac- 
cording to the report, there would be departures at destinations 
in Florida, Alabama and Georgia points over direct and cir- 
cuitous groups. In recent years, the report said, there had 
been no movement’ of coal of importance to Panama City, and 
little or none of that moved consisted of coal for industrial 
purposes. 

The woodpulp plant, which is served by the Bay Line 
steamers and has facilities to receive traffic by ocean-going 
ships, is equipped to use either oil or coal. Coal was used 
until the latter part of 1934. Fuel oil has been used since 
that time. The oil is pumped from a ship to storage tanks. 
The consumptive capacity of the plant is about 80,000 tons of 
coal or 350,000 barrels of oil annually. 

The record, according to the examiner, contains data show- 
ing that the cost of the competing fuels for the. woodpulp 
plant would be equal when the freight rate on fine coal from 
the Birmingham, Ala., group, the base group, was $1.75, as 
proposed in the application, and the price of fuel oil was ap- 
proximately $1 a barrel. ‘The woodpulp plant expressed a 
preference for coal. Present prices of coal, according to the 
report, are considerably higher than in 1935 when the woodpulp 
plant was using coal for power. Cost, the examiner said, had 
been and would continue to be the major factor governing the 
price of fuel for use in the Panama City plant. 

The proposed reduction in freight rates alone, the examiner 
said, would be insufficient to remove the present disparity in 
costs and the woodpulp plant would continue the use of oil. 
However, said he, the railroads and the intervening manufac- 
turer of woodpulp, regarded the proposal to reduce the freight 
tates at this time from a long-range viewpoint. A witness for 
the woodpulp plant, the examiner said, indicated that, given a 
freight rate of $1.75, a price of $1.90 for a type of coal now 
priced at $2.20, and a price of 90 cents or higher a barrel for 
oil, the woodpulp plant would use a minimum of 35,000 and 
amaximum of 80,000 tons of coal annually. 

The rate on coal from the Birmingham district is $2.36. 
The rates from other groups are $2.47, $2.53 and $2.58. They 
were established, said the report, to meet water competition. 
The reduced rates, applicable on fine coal only, proposed in 
this application, are $1.75 from the base group and $1.86, $1.92 
and $1.98 from the others. 


BEER AND OTHER MALT PRODUCTS 


No. 28112, Clyde Hess et al. vs. Union Pacific et al. By 
Examiner John J. Crowley. Rates, beer and kindred malt 
products, carloads, Pueblo, Colo., to points in Idaho proposed 
‘o be found unduly prejudicial to complainants and unduly 
breferential of rates maintained from San Fracisco and Los 
Angeles, Calif., to the same destinations. Complainants were 
distributors at Idaho Falls, Boise, and Preston, Ida., and a 
brewing company at Pueblo, Colo. Annheuser-Busch, Inc., 
Blatz Brewing Co., Joseph Schlitz Brewing Co., and Pabst 
Brewing Co. intervened in opposition to the complaint. The 
‘Xaminer said the Commission should find the rates assailed 
from Pueblo to Idaho Falls, Boise, Pocatello, Preston, Rupert, 


and Shoshone were unduly prejudicial to complainants and 
unduly preferential of competitors shipping from San Fran- 
cisco and Los Angeles to the extent that such rates exceeded 
rates based on the same minimum weights from either Cali- 
fornia origin specified by greater percentages of first class 
rates from Pueblo than the respective commodity rates from 
either California origin was of first class rates from the Cali- 
fornia origins to the Idaho points. The examiner said the 
Commission should further find that rates from origins other 
than San Francisco and Los Angeles to points in Idaho had 
not been shown to be unduly prejudicial or otherwise unlawful. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State in 
which applicant has home office is shown in ‘“‘black face’’ type.) 


Kentucky—MC 36290, Sub. No. 1, Otis Phillips, dba Phil- 
lips Coach Line, common carrier extension—special and charter 
operations. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served July 10. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, in special and 
charter service, in the New York World’s Fair of 1939-1940, 
from points in Jessamine, Boyle, and Mercer counties, Ky., to 
New York City, and return, over irregular routes, passing 
through Kentucky, West Virginia, Virginia, Maryland, Dela- 
ware, New Jersey, New York, and the District of Columbia, 
when necessary. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Maryland—MC 100413, J. Frank Hudson, common carrier 
application. Examiner John Cunningham. Served July 7. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, in charter 
service, between Taylorsville, Md., and points in Maryland 
within 6 miles thereof (but not including Bishop, Ocean City, 
Showell, or any part of Berlin except Flower Street east of 
William Street), and Williamsville, Del., and points in Dela- 
ware within 6 miles thereof (but not including Bayard, 
Dagsboro, Frankford, Ocean View, Omar, or Selbyville), on 
the one hand, and Philadelphia, Pa., points in Caroline, Cecil, 
Dorchester, Kent, Queen Anne, Somerset, Talbot, Wicomico 
_ Worcester counties, Md., and points in Delaware, on the 
other. 


Texas—MC 100341, W. P. Thomas and F. H. Thomas, co- 
partners, dba Thomas Brothers, common carrier application. 
Joint board 214. Served July 7. Denial of application proposed. 
Specified commodities in Texas, Oklahoma and Colorado. 

Texas—MC 100185, V. D. Turner, dba Turner Transfer, 
common carrier application. Joint board 210. Served July 7. 
Denial of application proposed. Live stock between points in 
Texas, Oklahoma, and New Mexico, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 95900, Fred J. Tricker, dba Tricker’s Mov- 
ing Vans, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served July 7. Certificate proposed. Household goods between 
points in Nassau county, N. Y., on the one hand, and points 
in New York, Connecticut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Michigan, Virginia, Florida, 
Illinois, Vermont and the District of Columbia, on the other, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 


Maryland—MC 95850, Harry B. Davis, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner John Cunningham. Served July 7. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Passengers and their baggage, in charter 
service, in August, September, November, January, February 
and March of each year between Berlin, Whaleysville, and 
Newark, Md., on the one hand, and Philadelphia, Pa., and all 
points in Delaware, on the other; in May of each year, from 
points in Accomac county, Va., to points within three miles of 
Whaleysville; and in September and October of each year from 
points within 3 miles of Berlin to points in Northampton county, 
Va. 

Ilinois—MC 95811, Armand Falardeau, dba Howard’s Ad- 
vance Trucking, contract carrier application. Examiner F. R. 
Linn. Served July 7. Dismissal of application proposed at 
request of applicant. Heavy machinery and contractors’ equip- 
ment and supplies between points in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan 
and Wisconsin, over irregular routes. 
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iMinois—MC 95413, Joe R. Gibson and John H. Egley, dba 
Gibson Transfer, common carrier application. Examiner F. R. 
Linn. Served July 7. Certificate recommended. Specified 
commodities between points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, 
Ohio and Missouri. 

New York—MC 95180, Harry Smolowitz and Morris 
Smolowitz, dba Smolowitz Bros., common carrier application. 
Examiner I. Freidson. July 7. Certificate recommended. House- 
hold goods, between New York, N. Y., on the one hand, and 
points in New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

New Jersey—MC 94957, Frank Rochat, Jr., contract car- 
rier application. Examiner I. Freidson. Served July 7. Ap- 
plicant’s operation proposed to be found that of a common 
carrier. Denial of certificate proposed. Household good be- 
tween points in New Jersey, on the one hand, and points in 
New York, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, Pennsylvania, and 
the District of Columbia, on the other. 

Minnesota—MC 94904, Herb Malchow, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 147. Served July 7. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between farms in Minnesota within 15 miles of 
Lakefield, Minn., on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 94774, Walter Gourley Yetter and Mary 
Yetter, dba Yetter’s Bus Service, common carrier application. 
Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served July 7. Certificate recom- 
mended. Passengers and their baggage, in charter service, 
between points in New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Delaware. 

lowa—MC 93840, Sub. No. 1, C. L. Gless & W. W. Gless, 
co-partners, dba Gless Bros., extension of operations—lIllinois 
points—Blue Grass, Ia. Joint board 54. Served July 7. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Specified commodities from points in Illinois 
to Blue Grass, Ia., over specified routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

South Dakota—MC 93529, H. F. Schaffer, common carrier 
application. Joint board 26. Served July 7. Certificate recom- 
mended. General commodities and specified commodities be- 
tween points in Minnesota, and South Dakota. 

New York—MC 93463, Eugene Bly, dba Edward Bly Mov- 
ing & Storage, common carrier application. Examiner I. Freid- 
son. Served July 7. Denial of application proposed. Household 
goods between points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Dela- 
ware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, West Virginia, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, and the District of Columbia, over ir- 
regular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 93095, William Myers, common carrier 
application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served July 7. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. Petroleum products and 
household goods between Paulsboro, N. J., and New York, 
N. Y., and points in Pennsylvania and Delaware, within 100 
miles of Paulsboro, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 92371, David Clark Shearer, dba Shearer’s 
Express, common carrier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. 
Served July 7. Certificate proposed. Canned foodstuffs and 
corn starch products, from Albany to Oneonta, N. Y., and gen- 
eral commodities between many points in New York, over 
specified routes. 

South Dakota—MC 89935, Joe Henry Drury, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 185. Served July 7. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. Live stock, emigrant movables, 
feeds, hay, and grain between Fairfax, S. D., on the one hand, 
and Sioux City, Ia., O’Neil, Atkinson, Spencer and Norfolk, 
Neb., on the other. 

District of Columbia—MC 89285, John Minor Sheppard, 
common carrier application. Examiner John Cunningham. 
Served July 7. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between points in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, on the one hand, and points in Delaware, 
Maryland, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia and West Vir- 
ginia within 100 miles thereof, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 


Michigan—MC 77675, Wheeling-Chicago Motor Express, 
Inc., common carrier application. Examiner L. J. Kassel. 
Served July 7. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between points in Illinois, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Indiana, Michigan, Missouri, Ohio and 
West Virginia. 

North Carolina—MC 65727, Sub. No. 1, Frank Joseph 
Overcash, extension of operations—Virginia points. Joint board 
196. Served July 7. Permit recommended. Specified com- 
modities from Charlotte, N. C., to points in Virginia, with no 
transportation for compensation on return, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 
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New Jersey—MC 43700, Sub. No. 2, W. Earl Fowser and 
F. Wesley Fowser, dba Fowser’s Fast Freight, extension of 
operations—Connecticut, New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
District of Columbia, and Virginia, embracing also Sub. No. 3, 
Same, extension of operations—Connecticut, New York, Penn. 
sylvania, Delaware, District of Columbia and Virginia. Ex. 
aminer L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served July 7. Certificate pro. 
posed. Empty glass containers, in cartons, boxes and crates, 
from Salem, N. J., to points in Connecticut, New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Delaware, District of Columbia and Virginia, over 
irregular routes. 

Vermont—MC 29977, Sub. No. 1, R. E. Spear, Inc., exten- 
sion—points in Vermont, New York and New Hampshire. Ex- 
aminer L. R. Conley. Served July 7. Permit recommended. 
Marble, marble products, and lime, from West Rutland, Vt. 
to points in New Hampshire and New York within 150 miles 
of West Rutland, with the exception of Johnstown and Glovers- 
ville, N. Y.; such merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale, re- 
tail, and chain grocery and food business houses, and in con- 
nection therewith, equipment, materials and supplies used in 
the conduct of such business, between Albany, N. Y., and 
points in a specified territory in New Hampshire, over irregular 
routes; apples, in crates, from Dorset and Manchester, Vt., to 
Red Hook and New York, N. Y.; and oil and grease in con- 
tainers from Albany to Rutland, with empty containers on 
return, over specified routes, serving no intermediate or off- 
route points. 

Tennessee—MC 19863, Robert Jones Hussey, dba Hussey 
Trucking Co., common carrier application. Examiner J. L. 
Bradford. Served July 7. Certificate recommended. Con- 
tinuance of operation, specified commodities, in truckloads, 
over irregular routes, from and to points in Arkansas, and 
Memphis, Tenn. 

North Carolina—MC 15004, I. B. Dunn, dba Security Ware- 
house Co., broker application. Joint board 103. Served July 
7. License proposed. Furniture and materials and supplies 
going into the manufacture of furniture from points in North 
Carolina within a radius of 125 miles of High Point, N. C., to 
points in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, Georgia, Tennessee and the District of Columbia. 

New York—MC 2165, Fred D. Langdon, common carrier 
application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served July 7. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Continuance of operation, specified com- 
modities between points in Orleans and Niagara counties, N. Y,, 
on the one hand, and points in New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
Connecticut, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey and _ the 
District of Columbia, on the other, over irregular routes. 

California—MC 89854, Catherine E. Follendore, dba C-F 
Butane Tank Line, contract carrier application. Joint board 
166. Served July 7. Certificate recommended. Liquefied 
petroleum gas in minimum lots of 2,500 gallons from points 
within 40 miles of the city hall in Los Angeles, Calif., to points 
in Arizona, California and Nevada, over specified routes. 

Texas—MC F-782, Brown Express, purchase, G & H Motor 
Freight Line, Inc. Joint board 77. Served July 7. Recom- 
mends approval of purchase by Brown Express, of San Antonio, 
Tex., of operating rights and property of G & H Motor Freight 
Line, Inc. 

Maryland—MC 100351, Richard A. Whitcraft, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 74. Served July 8. Permit 
proposed. Fertilizer and fertilizer materials, between Balti- 
more, Md., and York, Pa., over U. S. highway 111, serving 
no intermediate off-route points. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

New York—MC 100339, Ralph Andrew Niccolls, dba Nic- 
colls Trucking Service, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer L. R. Conley. Served July 8. Certificate recommended. 
Rayon piece goods from Phillipsburg, N. J., to Pleasant Valley, 
N. Y., with no transportation for compensation on return, over 
specified routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 


Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 


West Virginia—MC 100329, John I. Rogers, common cal- 
rier application. Examiner F. W. Denniston, Jr. Served July 
8. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, between all points in Maryland within 15 miles of Key- 
ser, W. Va., and in West Virginia within 35 miles of Keyser, 
and household goods between points in Mineral county. W. Va. 
and Allegheny county, Md., on the one hand, and points in 
Pennsylvania, Virginia, Maryland, West Virginia and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, on the other. 

New York—MC 100211, Gaccione Bros. & Co., Inc., con 
tract carrier application. Examiner I. Freidson. Served July 
8. Denial of permit proposed. Specified commodities betwee? 
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New York, N. Y., and points in Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania, over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 100069, James H. Skinner, common 
carrier application. Joint board 191. Served July 8. Denial of 
certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, in the 
same vehicle with passengers, in special chartered service 
between points in Massachusetts, New York and Connecticut. 

Virginia—MC 100057, Robert L. Doremus, common carrier 
application. Joint board 278. Served July 8. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Fertilizer, allied products, agricul- 
tural lime, and nitrate of soda from Seaford, Del., and Poco- 
moke and Salisbury, Md., to points in Accomac and Northamp- 
ton counties, Va. 

Virginia—MC 100013, Tidewater Transfer Co., Inc., con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner G. P. Werner. Served 
July 8. Permit recommended. Excelsior from Fredericksburg, 
Hallsboro and Montpelier, Va., to Washington, D. C., Balti- 
more, Md., Wilmington, Del., Philadelphia, Boyertown, Lancas- 
ter, Reading and Sellersville, Pa., New York and Brooklyn, 
N. Y., and points within a radius of 5 miles thereof, and all 
points in New Jersey. 

Texas—MC 95865, L. P. Ward, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 77. Served July 8. Certificate proposed. 
Oil field equipment and materials between the rail head at 
Pampa, Tex., and oil field leases and locations in Texas within 
a 175-mile radius of Pampa, except points within a 5-mile 
radius of Pampa, over irregular routes. 

California—MC 95301, Evelyn McClinton, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 7. Served July 8. Permit recom- 
mended. Specified commodities between steamship docks at 
Long Beach and Los Angeles Harbor points, Calif., on the one 
hand, and Los Angeles, Southgate and Pasadena, Calif., on 
the other, over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Indiana—MC 85257, Harry W. Pfaff, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 60. Served July 8. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock and agricultural commodities, between Brookville, 
Ind., and points within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and 
Cincinnati, O., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

California—MC 95168, Paul H. Gray, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner W. T. Croft. Served July 8. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. Oranges and fertilizer between 
Covina, Calif., and Los Angeles Harbor points, Calif. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Minnesota—MC 94034, Pete Ennenga, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 147. Served July 8. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock between Reading, Minn., and farms within 
10 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., and 
Sioux City, Ia., on the other, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 93519, Sub. No. 1, W. A. Smith, common 
carrier application. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served July 8. 
Certificate recommended. Specified commodities between 
points in Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa and South Dakota, over ir- 
regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 


_ California—MC 92592, George Earl Taylor, common car- 
rier application. Examiner W. T. Croft. Served July 8. Cot- 
ton between points within 30 miles of either side of that por- 
ttion of U. S. highway 99 from Merced, Calif., to a point 
thereon 25 miles south of Bakersfield, Calif., and from points 
before mentioned, on the one hand, and San Francisco, Oak- 
land, Richmond, Alameda, Stockton, Long Beach and Los An- 
geles Harbor points, on the other, over irregular routes. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
Service. 


Nebraska—MC 89806, Harry C. Cooper, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served July 8. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between 
Points in Nebraska, South Dakota and Iowa. 

Indiana—MC 34319, Sub. No. 2, A. B. C. Coach Lines, Inc., 
extension of operations—Anderson-Noblesville, Ind. Joint board 
72. Served July 8. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage and express, mail, and newspapers in the same vehicle 
With passengers between Anderson and Noblesville, Ind., over 
Indiana highway No. 32. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
Tequest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

South Carolina—MC 12161, The Baptist Courier, Inc., dba 

le Baptist Courier Educational Tours, broker application. 
Joint board 177. Served July 8. License proposed. Persons 
and their baggage in tours from points in South Carolina to 
all points in the United States. 

, lowa—MC 5282, Charles M. Barton, common carrier ap- 
Dlication. Joint board 136. Served July 8. Permit proposed 
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on finding applicant’s operations to be those of a contract car- 
rier. Continuance of operation, feeds, and advertising or pre- 
minimum materials when shipped with the goods they advertise, 
over irregular routes, from Quincy, IIl., to designated terri- 
tory in Iowa. 

Arkansas—MC 1093, J. W. Shamburger & Sons, common 
carrier application. Joint board 153. Served July 8. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Continuance of operations, general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Calion, Camden, and El 
Dorado, Ark., and Monroe, La., on the one hand, and points 
in Arkansas, and in specified portions of Louisiana and Texas, 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 100357, Seymour J. Given & Worth B. 
Given, dba Given & Sons, contract carrier application. Ex- 
aminer L. R. Conley. Served July 8. Permit recommended. 
Passengers and their baggage from Tupper Lake, N. Y., to 
Barre, Vt., and return, over a specified route, serving inter- 
mediate points, with restrictions, in the season extending gen- 
erally from June 1 to September 15 of each year. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 21386, Sub. No. 1, Harold Lester and D. C. 
Lester, co-partners, dba Lester Produce Co., Canton-Monte- 
zuma extension. Joint board 54. Served July 8. Certificate 
recommended. Farm implements and parts, from Canton, IIL, 
to Montezuma, Ia., and rejected implements and parts on 
return, over a specified route. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Michigan—MC F-772, James E. Douglas, purchase, State 
Trucking Service. Joint board 73. Served July 8. Recommends 
approval of purchase by James E. Douglas, of Owosso, Mich., 
dba J. E. Douglas Trucking Lines, of operating rights and 
property of State Trucking Service, of Flint, Mich. 


Oklahoma—MC F-696, Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., 
merger, De Shong Motor Freight Lines, Inc. Joint board 210. 
Served July 8. Recommends denial of application to merge 
operating rights and property of De Shong Motor Freight Lines, 
Inc., of Amarillo, Tex., into Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., of 
Oklahoma City, Okla. The joint board said that while the 
proposed transaction would undoubtedly result in improved 
and expedited service, it was not convinced, in the light of 
the entire record, that resulting benefits would counterbalance 
possibility of injury to protestants or attendant disadvantages 
to shippers and consignees now served by them, and, as Lee 
Way might otherwise perform single-line haul to the involved 
points via its Oklahoma City gateway. 

New York—MC 100385, Burton Allen, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served July 11. Certificate 
proposed. Household goods between Gloversville, N. Y., and 
points within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Vermont, on the other, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 100318, Carroll High, common carrier 
application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served July 11. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Barber and beauty parlor fixtures and 
equipment, store window display fixtures, and hand wrought 
art metal work, uncrated, from Philadelphia, Pa., to Baltimore, 
Md., and points in New Jersey, Delaware, District of Columbia, 
and the commercial zone of New York as defined in New York, 
N. Y., Commercial Zone, 1 M. C. C. 665, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 100174, Joseph Calhoun, common car- 
rier application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served July 11. 
Certificate recommendeci. Store, bar, and restaurant fixtures 
and equipment, uncrated, between Philadelphia, Pa., on the 
one hand, and points in New Jersey south of a line extending 
from Trenton to Asbury Park, points in Delaware, points in 
Maryland east of U. S. highway 1, and in the District of Colum- 
bia, on the other, and metal lath and metal work used in 
plastering operations, from Philadelphia, Pa., to points in New 
Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 100125, Joe Costello, dba Costello 
Moving Service, common carrier application. Examiner Paul R. 
Naefe. Served July 11. Certificate proposed. Household goods 
and furniture between points within a 15-mile radius of Bos- 
ton, Mass., on the one hand, and points in Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island, Connecticut and New York, on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 100051, J. J. Bryant and Carl D. Gribble, con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner Allan F. Borroughs. Served 
July 11. Denial of permit proposed. Steel and steel products 
between Mineral Ridge, O., on the one hand, and points in 
Pennsylvania, Michigan, Indiana, West Virginia and central 
and western New York, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Maryland—MC 95866, Francis H. Trice, common carrier 
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application. Joint board 40. Served July 11. Certificate pro- 
posed. Passengers and their baggage, in charter service, in the 
period from May 1 to September 15 of each year, between Con- 
cord, Denton, and Federalsburg, Md., on the one hand, and 
points in Delaware, on the other. 

California—MC 95848, Dick Behr, dba Klondike Transfer, 
common carrier application. Joint board 75. Served July 11. 
Certificate recommended. Coffee from Los Angeles Harbor 
and Long Beach, Calif., to Los Angeles, Calif.; specified com- 
modities between Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach, on the 
one hand, and Los Angeles, on the other; and other specified 
commodities between all points within the Los Angeles Com- 
mercial Zone as defined by the Commission in 3 M. C. C. 248. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed- within 30 days from date of service. 

California—MC 95556, Sam Parriott, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 75. Served July 11. Permit proposed. 
Beans from points in Santa Barbara, Ventura, Los Angeles, and 
Orange counties, Calif., and points in San Diego county, Calif., 
on and within 10 miles of that portion of U. S. highway 101 
lying between the southern Orange and San Diego county lines 
and Oceanside, Calif., including Oceanside, to Los Angeles 
Harbor and Long Beach, Calif.; citrus fruits, from Hillgrove 
and Puente, Calif., to Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach; and 
fertilizer from Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach, to Hill- 
grove and Puente, and points within 10 miles of Puente, over 
irregular routes, with no transportation for compensation in the 
reverse directions, except as otherwise authorized. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 95467, John Benzuyen, dba Service Motor 
Express, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served July 11. Certificate recommended. Dairy, packing house, 
and bakery products and supplies and groceries, between New 
York, N. Y., on the one hand, and Clifton, Garfield, Hackensack, 
Hawthorne, Little Falls, Passaic, Paterson, Ridgewood, War- 
ren Point, Lakeview, Rutherford, East Rutherford, Haledon, 
and Prospect Park, N. J., over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Delaware—MC 95179, William Anderson, common carrier 
application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served July 11. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Cider, glass containers, and barrels, apple 
juice, orange juice, pickles, apples and peaches from Ches- 
wold, Del., to points in New Jersey and New York, N. Y., 
Philadelphia, Pa., and Baltimore, Md.; spray materials from 
Camden, N. J., to Cheswold; machinery from New York, N. Y., 
to Cheswold; wooden tanks and lumber from Philadelphia to 
Cheswold; asphalt from Philadelphia, and Camden to Ches- 
wold; tin cans from Baltimore to Cheswold; tomatoes and 
strawberries from points in Maryland and Delaware within a 
radius of 15 miles of Dover, Del., to points in Maryland, Dela- 
ware and New Jersey, and baskets and crates on return; 
canned vegetables from Henderson and Marydel, Md., to New 
York, N. Y., Atlantic City, N. J., and points in Pennsylvania; 
household goods between points in Delaware, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, New York, Maryland, and the District of Colum- 
bia, and coal from Pottsville, Pa., to points in Maryland and 
Delaware within a radius of 50 miles of Dover. 

Massachusetts—MC 94923, Beacon Trucking Co., common 
carrier application. Examiner R. J. Flood. Served July 11. 
Permit proposed on finding applicant’s operations to be those 
of a contract carrier. Reed and fibre furniture from Everett, 
Mass., to Centredale, Pawtucket, Providence, East Providence, 
Cranston, and West Warwick, R. I., and Nashua, Manchester, 
and Concord, N. H., and dowels from Brattleboro, Vt., to 
Everett, Mass., over irregular routes. 


Nebraska—MC 94779, Frank G. Capler, common carrier 
application. Joint board 316. Served July 11. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between points in Nebraska, on 
the one hand, and Denver, Colo., and points in South Dakota, 
on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93079, R. P. Good, Jr., common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served July 11. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. General commodities, including agri- 
cultural products, between points in Nebraska and Iowa. 

California—MC 91954, Nick Page, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 75. Served July 11. Certificate recom- 
mended. Scrap metals and junk from Los Angeles and Ver- 
non, Calif., to Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach, Calif., over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New Hampshire—MC 91834, LaVerne Munn, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 132. Served July 11. Certificate 
proposed on finding applicant’s operation to be that of a com- 
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mon carrier. Specified commodities between points in Essex 
county, Vt., on the one hand, and points in Coos county, N. H., 
on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Connecticut—MC 90442, Sub. No. 1, Nathan G. Chatterton, 
Jr., dba Chatterton Transportation Service, common carrier 
application—Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, Vermont extension. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served July 11. Certificate proposed. Used household goods 
and used office furnishings between New Canaan, Conn., and 
points in Connecticut within fifteen miles of New Canaan, north 
of U. S. highway 1, and exclusive of points on that highway, 
on the one hand, and points in Massachusetts, New Hamphire, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island and Vermont, on the other, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Connecticut—MC 89865, Louis Scicli, dba Old Greenwich 
Taxi and Bus Service, common carrier application. Examin- 
iner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served July 11. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Passengers and their baggage in special or char- 
tered parties, over irregular routes from Old Greenwich, Conn., 
and points within a radius of ten miles of Old Greenwich, to 
points in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Virginia and the District of 
Columbia, and return. 

New Jersey—MC 89856, Sub. No. 1, Peter D’Amelio, dba 
D’Amelio Paper Stock, contract carrier application. Joint 
board 305. Served July 11. Denial of permit proposed. Paper 
and paper products, scrap, waste, mill sweepings, roofing ma- 
terials, newsprint, platforms and skids between points in New 
Jersey, New York and Connecticut, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 89752, Ben Feinberg, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served July 11. De- 
nial of certificate proposed. Alcoholic beverages, butter, cheese, 
poultry, fresh meats and groceries from New York, N. Y., to 
points in Florida, and beans, peppers, egg plants, peas, cabbage, 
celery and calavo pears, on return trips, over irregular routes. 

Maryland—MC 75665, Sub. No. 4, Red Star Motor Coaches, 
Inc., extension—Ocean City-Rehoboth Beach. Joint board 40. 
Served July 11. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express, mail, and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, in the period from June 25 to Sep- 
tember 10 of each year, between Ocean City, Md., and Reho- 
both Beach, Del. 

California—MC 68588, Sub. No. 1, C. H. Yagle, contract 
carrier application. Examiner W. S. Croft. Served July 11. 
Permit proposed. Canned fish from Newport Beach, Cal:f., to 
Long Beach and Los Angeles Harbor points, Calif. (San Pedro, 
Wilmington and Terminal Island), over irregular routes. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from 
date of service. 

Minnesota—MC 42397, Sub. No. 2, Clarence Wilmar Jen- 
sen, dba Middlewest Film Express, extension of operations— 
general commodities. Joint board 26. Served July 11. De- 
nial for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities 
between Minneapolis, Minn., and Sisseton, S. D. 

Oregon—MC 30046, Sub. No. 1, H. A. Scharff, extension 
of operations—Washington. Joint board 45. Served July 11. 
Dismissal of application for a certificate proposed at request 
of applicant. Lumber mill products, lumber, shingles and rail- 
road ties, between points in Columbia, Washington, Yamhill, 
Marion, Multnomah, Polk and Clackamas counties, Ore., and 
Clark County, Wash., over irregular routes. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

Washington—MC 51752, Sub. No. 2, Ernest Christensen, 
dba Vancouver Fast Freight, extension of operations—eight 
miles. Joint board 45. Served July 11. Certificate proposed. 
General commodities between Portland, Ore., and Vancouver, 
Wash., on the one hand, and points in Washington within eight 
miles of the north end of Interstate Bridge at Vancouver, not 
including those within the city limits of Vancouver, on the 
other, over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

New York—MC 2679, Milton J. Carter and George J. 
Capeci, dba Fort Neilson Express, common carrier application, 
embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension—Glens Falls, N. Y- 
northern New Jersey points, and MC 64442, Same, broker 
application. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served July 11. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Continuance of operation, paper from Fort 
Edward, N. Y., to New York, N. Y., and from Mechanicville, 
N. Y., to Albany, N. Y., New York, Newark, N. J., and Boston, 
Mass., and paper stock in truck load lots from New York to 
Fort Edward, over specified routes; also paper from Me 
chanicville to Bloomfield, Hoboken, Jersey City, Nutley, Pater- 
son, and Woodridge, N. J., Philadelphia, Pa., Holyoke, Mass. 
and Hartford and New Haven, Conn.; paper stock in truck 
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load lots from Newark to Fort Edward and cores on which 
paper is rolled, from New York to Mechanicville, over specified 
routes; and wall paper from Glens Falls to New York, N. Y., 
Paterson and Clifton, N. J., over specified routes. Dismissal 
of application in MC 64442 for authority to operate as a broker 
proposed at request of applicant. 

North Carolina—MC 100143, W. B. Hughes, Inc., contract 
carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served July 12. 
Permit proposed. Dynamite, powder and blasting supplies 
from and to points in Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee and Virginia, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Missouri—MC 100084, J. Charles Groom, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 36. Served July 12. Denial of permit 
proposed. Petroleum products between Argentine, Kan., and 
vicinity, and Cameron, Mo., over a regular route. 

Washington—MC 95801, Nick T. Tower, dba Nicks Coach 
Service, common carrier application. Joint board 45. Served 
July 12. Certificate recommended. School children who have 
not graduated from high school, and members of religious so- 
cieties or charitable organizations, and their baggage, on round 
trip charter operations, over irregular routes, beginning and 
ending at points in Clark County, Wash., with no pick-up of 
passengers or baggage at any other point, and extending to 
Albany, Camp Merriweather, Corvallis, Eugene, Salem, Ore., 
and points in Multnomah County, Ore. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

Kansas—MC 95450, Raymond R. Axley, common carrier 
application. Joint board 180. Served July 12. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. Farm products, farm equip- 
ment, live stock, household goods, and oil field equipment, in 
Oklahoma, Kansas and Missouri. 

lowa—MC 95388, Harlan W. Swanson, common carrier 
application. Joint board 54. Served July 12. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Specified commodities from and to points in Iowa 
and Illinois, over regular and irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

California—MC 95215, Ross A. Bleming, dba S & N Trans- 
portation Co., common carrier application. Joint board 75. 
Served July 12. Certificate recommended. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between Los Angeles and Vernon, Calif., 
on the one hand, and Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach, 
Calif., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

California—MC 94882, Emerson M. Hoyt, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 75. Served July 12. Permit pro- 
posed. Dried beans and citrus fruits, from Santa Paula, Calif., 
to Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach, Calif., and fertilizer, 
on return trips, over a specified route, with service to inter- 
mediate and off-route points. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

Kansas—MC 94074, George Drislin, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 36. Served July 12. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between points in Kansas within ten miles of Atchi- 
son, Kan., on the one hand, and St. Joseph, Mo., on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 93434, Sub. No. 1, W. J. Mullies, extension 
—Finn, Ark. Joint board 91. Served July 12. Permit pro- 
posed. Powder and dynamite from Finn (Sebastian County), 
Ark., over U. S. highway 71 to Rich Hill, Mo., thence over 
county roads to Tiger (Bates County), Mo., serving no inter- 
mediate points, but serving Atlas (Jasper County), Mo., and 
points within five miles of Tiger as off-route points, with no 
transportation for compensation in the reverse direction. 

California—MC 91345, Peter Kazarian, dba Kay Trucking 
Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 75. Served July 
12. Permit proposed. Such rubber products and automobile 
accessories and parts as are manufactured or distributed by 
tire manufacturing concerns, and raw materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture thereof, between Los Angeles, Calif., 
on the one hand, and Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach, 
Calif, on the other. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Missouri—MC 89349, Mason and Mason, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 36. Served July 12. Denial of per- 
mit proposed. Gasoline and petroleum products between Pot- 
win, Kan., and Independence, Mo., over a regular route. 

Missouri—MC 88809, Charles H. Hayes, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 36. Served July 12. Permit recom- 
mended. Sand from Turner, Kan., to Kansas City, Mo., over 
Irregular routes. 

Oregon—MC 74177, Sub. No. 1, Willamette Hauling Co., 
extension of operations—Montana. Examiner H. P. Boss. 
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Served July 12. Certificate proposed. Reinforcing steel and 
steel joists in truckload lots only from Portland, Ore., to points 
in Montana, over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within twenty-five days from date of service. : 

Maryland—MC 73633, Sub. No. 3, Potomac Motor Lines, 
Inc., extension of operations—Mont Alto-Caledonia. Joint 
board 65. Served July 12. Certificate recommended. Pas- 
sengers and their baggage, and express and newspapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between Mont Alto, Pa., and 
Caledonia, Pa., over a specified route, with intermediate service 
to South Mountain Sanitarium. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty 
days from date of service. : 

Maryland—MC 73633, Sub. No. 2, Potomac Motor Lines, 
Inc., extension of operations—Smithsburg-Waynesboro. Joint 
board 74. Served July 12. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, and express and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Smithsburg, Md., and Waynes- 
boro, Pa., over a specified route, with intermediate service to 
Ringgold, Md. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 56541, Sub. No. 7, New England Trans- 
portation Co., extension—Winsted-Great Barrington. Joint 
board 22. Served July 12. Certificate recommended. Pas- 
sengers and their baggage, between Winsted, Conn., and the 
Barrington Race Track in Massachusetts, over a regular route, 
in the season extending generally from April 15 to November 1. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 


New York—MC 42813, Sub. No. 1, J. J. Schaefer Trucking 
Service, Inc., extension—Hunterdon, Mercer and Somerset 
counties, N. J. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served July 12. 
Permit recommended. Specified commodities between New 
York, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in Hunterdon, Mercer 
and Somerset counties, N. J., on the other. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 


New York—MC 31214, Motor Haulage Co., Inc., contract 
carrier application. Examiner T. Naftalin. Served July 12. 
Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s operations to be 
those of a common carrier. Continuance of operations, general 
commodities, with exceptions, between points within a radius 
of 40 miles of New York City; illuminated car-signs from New 
York City to Berwick, Pa.; cigar and cigarette manufacturing 
machinery from Springfield, Mass., to Camden and Garfield, 
N. J., and New York City; airplanes from any point within 
200 miles of New York City to Long Island, N. Y.; beer from 
New York City to certain counties in New Jersey and Con- 
necticut; and telephone directories between Jersey City, N. J., 
and certain counties in New York and Connecticut, over ir- 
regular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 30359, Walter A. and William Sabins, 
dba W. A. Sabins & Son, common carrier application, embrac- 
ing also MC 43144, Same, contract carrier application. Ex- 
aminer Paul R. Naefe. Served July 12. Certificate recom- 
mended. Continuance of operation, petroleum products, in bulk, 
from points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and New Jersey, 
to points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New Hampshire, 
and Connecticut, over irregular routes; cotton from New Bed- 
ford, Mass., to points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and 
Connecticut, over irregular routes, and general commodities, 
with exceptions, between points within a radius of 10 miles 
of Boston, over irregular routes. Permit recommended. Con- 
tinuance of operation, sugar, pig iron, lumber, and asphaltic, 
bituminous, and coal tar products, from points in Massachusetts 
and Rhode Island, to points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island 
and Connecticut, over irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 29476, Sub. No. 1, Harlan H. Greiner, ex- 
tension of operations. Joint board 135. Served July 12. Denial 
of certificate proposed. Malt beverages and empty containers, 
farm machinery and parts thereof, and twine between points 
in Missouri and Illinois, over irregular routes. 

Ilinois—MC 20260, Sub. No. 1, Co-ordinated Transport, 
Inc., of Illinois, South Bend-Plymouth, Ind., extension. Joint 
board 72. Served July 12. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between South Bend and Plymouth, 
Ind., over a regular route. 

South Carolina—MC 14486, Sub. No. 5, McDuff Turner, 
dba Carolina Scenic Coach Lines, extension—Earl-Patterson 
Springs. Joint board 103. Served July 12. Certificate recom- 
mended. Passengers and their baggage and express, mail, and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between the 
junction of North Carolina highway 18 and unnumbered county 
road at a point near Earl, N. C., approximately three-quarters 
of a mile from the North Carolina-South Carolina state line, 
and Shelby, N. C., over a regular route. Modified procedure. 
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Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

North Carolina—MC 12159, Mrs. James B. Conklin, dba 
Carolina Travel Service, broker application. Joint board 103. 
Served July 12. License proposed. Passengers and their bag- 
gage, in charter service, from Charlotte, N. C., to points 
throughout the United States, and return. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

North Carolina—MC 12157, Grace Davis Moore, dba The 
H-M Tours, broker application. Joint board 103. Served July 
12. License proposed. Passengers and their baggage, in char- 
ter service, from Raleigh, N. C., to points in Connecticut, 
Florida, Georgia, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, 
New York, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Virginia, and the District of Columbia, and return. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Virginia—MC 1963, E. H. Garst Truck Line, common car- 
rier application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, Galax ex- 
tension. Joint board 249. Served July 12. Certificate pro- 
posed. Continuance of operation, such merchandise as is dealt 
in by retail and wholesale food businesses over specified routes, 
from Bluefield, W. Va., to destinations in Virginia; also the 
same transportation to points in West Virginia, over irregular 
routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 84801, Roy Leaman, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served July 12. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Continuance of operation, manufactured iron 
and steel products from Lebanon, Pa., to New York, N. Y., 
and Washington, D. C.; and fertilizer and spray materials from 
Baltimore, Md., to Lebanon, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 29527, Sub. No. 2, Vern Cook, dba Cook’s 
Transfer, extension of operations—Sergeant Bluff. Joint board 
138. Served July 12. Certificate proposed. Clay products, in- 
cluding brick and tile, from Sergeant Bluff, Ia., to Ponca, 
Neb., and vicinity, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Texas—MC 100212, George Quincy Avary, common carrier 
application. Joint board 33. Served July 13. Certificate recom- 
mended. Cottonseed from points in Ward, Reeves, Loving and 
Pecos counties, Tex., to Loving, N. M., and live stock feed from 
Loving to points in the Texas counties mentioned, over irregular 
routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from 
date of service. 

Texas—MC 100140, Robert Henry Miller, common carrier 
application. Joint board 33. Served July 13. Certificate pro- 
posed. Cottonseed from points in Ward, Reeves, Loving, and 
Pecos counties, Tex., to Loving, N. M., and live stock feed from 
Loving to points in the Texas counties mentioned, over ir- 
regular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

Michigan—MC 100129, Everett D. Coleman, dba Acme 
Towing Service, common carrier application. Examiner L. J. 
Kassel. Served July 13. Certificate recommended. Wrecked or 
disabled passenger automobiles, by the tow-away method, from 
points in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio, and points in New 
York and Pennsylvania within 400 miles of Detroit, Mich., to 
Detroit, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 100109, Robert W. Spessard, common carrier 
application. Joint board 147. Served July 13. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock from Round Lake, Minn., and points in 
Minnesota and Iowa within 20 miles of Round Lake to Sioux 
City, Ia., over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 95779, Tony Zimmeran, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served July 13. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between Earling, Ia., and points in Iowa within 7 
miles thereof, and Omaha, Neb.; and feed, farm machinery, 
twine, and fruit and vegetables from Omaha to Earling and 
farms in Iowa within 7 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 95761, Carl Dohrman and Bernard L. Dohrman, 
dba Persia Produce Co., common carrier application. Joint 
board 138. Served July 13. Certificate proposed. Live stock 
between Persia, Ia., and points in Iowa within 10 miles thereof, 
and Omaha, Neb., and lumber from Omaha to Persia and farms 
in Iowa within 10 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 95408, B. F. Pippitt, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served July 13. Dismissal of applica- 
tion proposed at request of applicant. Specified commodities 
between Little Sioux, Ia., and points within 15 miles thereof, 
and Omaha, Neb., over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 94949, William Plahn, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served July 13. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. Specified commodities between Pierce, Neb., 
and points within 50 miles thereof, and Omaha and Norfolk, 
Neb., and Sioux City, Ia., over irregular routes. 


Wisconsin—MC 94798, Charles Drier, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 142. Served July 13. Certificate pro- 
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posed. Specified commodities between points in Wisconsin and 
Minnesota. 

Nebraska—MC 94543, Joe Peitzmeier, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 185. Served July 13. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Bloomfield, Neb., and points in 
Nebraska within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux 
City, Ia., and Yankton, S. D., on the other; and agricultural 
machinery and implements, twine, petroleum products in con- 
tainers, feed, and seed from Sioux City to Bloomfield and 
points within 15 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 94056, Ben Naber, George Naber, and 
Marion Naber, dba Naber Brothers, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 146. Served July 13. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock, emigrant movables and agricultural prod- 
ucts, between points in Minnesota and Iowa within 35 miles 
of Lyle, Minn., over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 94042, Pete Scholtes, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 146. Served July 13. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities, between Wood- 
stock, Minn., and points within 10 miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the other. 

lowa—MC 93947, Bernard L. Johnson, dba Ben Johnson 
Coal & Transfer, common carrier application. Examiner R. J. 
Burns. Served July 13. Certificate proposed. Live stock be- 
tween points in Iowa, Nebraska and Missouri, over irregular 
routes. 

lowa—MC 93932, Henry Watje, dba Henry Watje & Son, 
common carrier application. Examiner R. J. Burns. Served 
July 13. Certificate proposed. Household goods and emigrant 
movables between Denison, Ia., and points in Iowa within 15 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in Illinois, Minne- 
sota, Missouri, Nebraska, and South Dakota, on the other; 
live stock between Denison and points in Iowa within 15 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and Omaha, Neb., on the other; feeds, 
seeds, hay, and agricultural implements and parts from Omaha 
to Denison; and building materials from Omaha to Denison and 
points in Iowa within 15 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 93574, Henry Marco, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 147. Served July 13. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock from farms in Minnesota within 20 miles of 
Bigelow, Minn., to Sioux City, Sheldon, and Sibley, Ia.; sand 
and gravel from a pit located near Ashton, Ia., to farms 
in Minnesota within 20 miles of Bigelow; coal from Bigelow 
to schools and farms in Iowa within 5 miles of the Minnesota- 
Iowa state line; lumber from Sibley, Ia., to farms in Minne- 
soda within 20 miles of Bigelow; grain and corn, from farms 
in Iowa within 5 miles of the Minnesota-Iowa state line to 
Bigelow; feed and tankage from Sioux City, Ia., to Bigelow; 
and emigrant movables and hay between farms in Minnesota 
and Iowa within 20 miles of Bigelow, over irregular routes. 

California—MC 92100, Fred C. Ramsey, dba Ramsey 
Trucking Service, common carrier application. Joint board 75. 
Served July 13. Certificate proposed. Lumber from Los Angeles 
Harbor and Long Beach, Calif., to Bell and Los Angeles, 
Calif., over irregular routes, with no transportation for com- 
pensation on return. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New York—MC 67124, Dominick Gulino, common carrier 
application. Examiner C. I. Kephart. Served July 13. Denial 
of certificate or permit proposed. General commodities between 
points in New York, Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Hamp- 
shire, Vermont, and New Jersey, over irregular routes. 


Pennsylvania—MC 66598, John A. Cregier, common carrier 
application. Joint board 67. Served July 13. Certificate recom- 
mended. Continuance of operations, road and building con- 
tractors’ materials, equipment, and supplies, between points in 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania, over irregular routes. _ 

Massachusetts—MC 64335, Sub. No. 1, Barney Price, ex- 
tension of operations—New England. Examiner R. J. Flood. 
Served July 13. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Com- 
modities usual to chain tobacco stores between points in Massa- 
chusetts, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut and New York. 


Washington—MC 60405, R. W. Athow, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 45. Served July 13. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Grain sacks, briquets, building ma- 
terials, and live stock between Goldendale, Wash., and _ points 
within 50 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Portland, Ore. 
on the other. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days 
from date of service. : 

Oregon—MC 59493, Sub. No. 1, Silver Eagle Co., extension 
of operations—Umatilla. Joint board 81. Served July 13. 
Certificate recommended. Liquid petroleum and petroleum 
products, in bulk, from The Dalles and Umatilla, Ore., and 
Attalia and Vancouver, Wash., to points in Idaho and Oregon, 
over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed with- 
in twenty-five days from date of service. 
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Idaho—MC 45366, Charles A. Sturmer, common carrier 
application. Joint board. 259. Served July 13. Certificate 
recommended. Continuance of operations, ore, concentrates and 
mining machinery from mines within a 50-mile radius of Sal- 
man, Ida., to points in Montana; and specified commodities 
from points in Montana on return trips to the mines, over 
partly regular and partly irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

Vermont—MC 42828, Joseph Serrani and Theodore N. 
Rossi, dba E. Serrani & Son, common carrier application. Joint 
board 122. Served July 13. Certificate recommended. Con- 
tinuance of operation, granite over a specified route from 
Barre, Vt., to Trenton, N. J., serving intermediate and off-route 
oints. 

. Oregon—MC 3721, Sub. No. 1, Edgar G. Pickler and Wayne 
J. Pickler, dba Blue Line Transportation Co., extension of op- 
erations—-Umatilla. Joint board 45. Served July 13. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Liquid petroleum and petroleum products in 
bulk from The Dalles and Umatilla, Ore., to points in Oregon 
and Washington east of the summit of the Cascade Mountains, 
over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
twenty-five days from date of service. 

indiana—MC 77021, Sub. No. 4, George E. Martz, dba Yel- 
low Cab Trucking Co., extension of operations. Examiner F. R. 
Linn. Served July 13. Permit recommended. Malt beverages 
from Milwaukee, Wis., St. Louis, Mo., Detroit, Mich., and 
Minster, Wapakoneta, Toledo, Cleveland, Columbus and Cin- 
cinnati, O., to points in Indiana, over irregular routes, and 
empty containers from points in Indiana to the before-men- 
tioned cities, over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 55427, C. H. Johnson and Jack Bradley, 
co-partners, dba Film Pickup Service, Minneapolis, Minn., con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner C. J. Peterson. Served 
July 13. Applicants’ operations proposed to be found those of 
a common carrier. Recommends that the transportation of 
exposed motion picture films, theater accessories, theater ad- 
vertising matter, bakery goods, and yeast, from Minneapolis, 
Minn., to points in Minnesota, except to points in southeastern 
Minnesota via LaCrosse, Wis., be found intrastate in character. 
Denial of certificate proposed with respect to the transporta- 
tion of exposed motion picture films, theater accessories and 
theater advertising matter, from Minneapolis to La Crosse, 
Wis., and to points in southeastern Minnesota via LaCrosse, and 
yeast from Minneapolis to Rochester and Mabel, Minn., via 
LaCrosse on finding operation not to be over the same route 
over which applicants operated on June 1, 1935. 


RATES ON CANDY 


In I. and S. 4581, candy, Reading, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., 
and motor carrier cases joined therewith, Examiner Hagerty 
has recommended that the Commission find justified a pro- 
posed all-rail rate of 15 cents, minimum 40,000 pounds, on 
candy and confectionery from Reading to Baltimore also 
that the present contract rates by motor truck be found not 
below reasonable minima or otherwise unlawful. Further, he 
has recommended that the Commission find that present all- 
rail and motor truck rates for like transportation from Hershey, 
Pa., to Baltimore have not been shown to be below reasonable 
minima or otherwise unlawful. 


STOCKYARDS INVESTIGATION 


_ ._ Testimony concerning three of the stockyards operations 
included among those listed for investigation in the Com- 
mission’s Ex Parte 127, status of public stockyards companies, 
was put in at a hearing before Examiners Carter and Haden 
in Chicago July 12 and 13. The hearing succeeded others at 
Kansas City, Washington, Forth Worth, Denver, Settle, and 
San Francisco. 

At the Chicago sessions facts were put in the record about 
the corporate set-up and the operations at the Cincinnati 
Union Stock Yards Company, the Detroit Stock Yards and the 
Cleveland Union Stock Yards Company. In each instance, 
Officials of the companies presented testimony as to facts, 
Supplemented by testimony by P. F. Marsh, of the Commis- 
Sion’s bureau of investigation about things he discovered in his 
check-up of those corporate matters and operations. 

F. B. Edmonds, president, Cincinnati Stock Yards Com- 
pany, said there was nothing in the set-up or in the way his 
Company operated that in any way indicated it to be a common 
carrier. The Commission itself, he said, had found in a number 
of cases that the yards were not a common carrier and that 
finding had been upheld in the courts. His company had never 
filed tariffs with the Commission, he added, had never been 
party to any demurrage agreement with line-haul railroads, 
Was not a participant in any line-haul rates and was not 
amenable to the provisions of the railway labor act or the 
railroad retirement act. 
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He said, and his position was duplicated by representatives 
of the other two stockyards operations, that he was present 
only as a matter of courtesy to the Commission, it being his 
position that the Commission had no jurisdiction of any kind 
over his company and its operations. Neither his appearance 
and willingness to put the facts the Commission seemed to be 
seeking into the record, nor the aid rendered to Mr. Marsh in 
his investigations at the offices of the Cincinnati Stock Yards 
Company should be taken as an admission that any such 
jurisdiction existed, he said. 

A. Z. Baker, president and general manager of the Cleve- 
land Union Stock Yards Company, made a statement similar 
in nature. His testimony followed, in the main, the outlines of 
that of Mr. Edmonds. He denied that his company owned 
stock in any railroad or packing company, and that any rail- 
road or packing company held stock in his company. 

Representatives of a number of railroads were present, 
largely in the role of observers. Except for incidental questions 
intended to clarify some statement made by witnesses, they 
gave no indication of what part, if any, they intended to take 
in the proceedings. 

In the Chicago Union Stock Yards case (I. and S. 4296, 
see Traffic World July 23, 1938, p. 143), the railroads took 
the position that the Chicago Stockyards were in fact a common 
carrier and that the tariff seeking to cancel its existing sched- 
ules on file with the Commission ought to be withdrawn. 
Subsequenty, the Commission held that the Chicago Stock- 
yards were a common carrier and its findings were upheld in 
the federal district court. The Supreme Court has noted 
“probable jurisdiction” in the matter (see Traffic World May 
27, 1939, p. 1191). In that case the Chicago Stockyards sought 
to show that its business was conducted in the same manner as 
that of other stockyards throughout the country, none of 
which filed rates with the Commission or had ever been con- 
sidered common carriers. The Commission, by ruling, excluded 
that line of testimony. Shortly thereafter it set out on the 
investigation of twenty specified stockyards operations involved 
in Ex Parte 127. 

At the close of the Chicago session July 13, it was an- 
nounced that the hearing would be resumed in the same place 
July 18 to take testimony with regard to the St. Louis National 
Stock Yards. 


ADVANCING FORWARDERS’ CHARGES 


Asserting that schedules suspended in I. and S. 4665, 
advancing charges of forwarders, were published in obedience 
to the Commission’s decision in Freight Forwarding Investiga- 
tion, 229 I. C. C. 201, western railroads have asked the Commis- 
sion to vacate the suspension order or, in the alternative, to 
postpone the effective date in No. 27365, so as not to become 
effective prior to the order to be issued in the suspension pro- 
ceeding. A revenue loss of more than $1,000,000 a year, they 
estimate, is involved in southwestern territory alone. 

The items under suspension provide for the advancing of 
consolidating and forwarding charges on less than carload 
shipments from break-bulk points. In the supplemental report 
in the freight forwarding case the Commission found that the 
practice of the railroads, directly or through their transport 
companies, of carrying forward as advances on outbound less 
than carload billing from break-bulk points, forwarder charges, 
except bona fide C. O. D. charges where such carrying forward 
was authorized by tariff, was in violation of section 6. To come 
within the purview of section 6 the carriers said they did 
publish in the tariffs under suspension the fact that consolida- 
tors’ and forwarders’ charges would be advanced. The rail- 
roads contend that there is as much justification for advancing 
forwarders’ charges as there is for advancement of storage, 
drayage, warehouse, brokerage and other charges. They said 
they were without advice as to why the inclusion of the item 
to provide for the advancement of consolidators’ and forward- 
ers’ charges were suspended. 

The Commission is well aware of the fact, say the peti- 
tioning railroads, that the railroads in the western district 
enjoy voluminous traffic that is handled by consolidators and 
forwarders. They further assert that if they are precluded 
from advancing charges which have accrued to such consolida- 
tors and forwarders it is but reasonable to assume that such 
traffic will be diverted from the rails to the truck lines, this 
for the reason that the truck lines at the present time have 
on file tariffs which specifically provide for the advancement 
of consolidators’ and forwarders’ charges. 

“It is obvious,” say the petitioners, “that if the Com- 
mission precludes your petitioners from advancing charges of 
consolidators and forwarders and permits truck lines to en- 
gage in such practice, it will result in discrimination against 
your petitioners and preclude their participating in the trans- 
portation of numerous tonnages handled by consolidators and 
forwarders, with the resulting tremendous loss in revenues 
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estimated to be in excess of $1,000,000 per annum in south- 
western territory alone.” 

If the Commission is of the opinion that there should be 
an investigation as to the advancing of the charges, the rail- 
roads submit that it should be directed at the practice so far 
as it involves all modes of transportation. They suggest that 
since the motor carriers are now advancing these charges under 
appropriate tariff schedules they should be permitted to file 
similar schedules and operate thereunder pending the results 
of such an investigation. They suggest that if the Commission 
institutes a general investigation that the suspension order be 
vacated permitting the schedules to become effective and re- 
main in force pending final disposition of the question. In the 
event the Commission should not institute such a general in- 
vestigation they suggest that the order in No. 27365, dated to 
be effective July 17, be postponed so far as it pertains to the 
advancing of charges until the effective date of the order to be 
issued in the suspension proceeding. 

The Commission July 14 indefinitely postponed its order 
in No. 27365, freight forwarding investigation, so far as it re- 
lated to advancing the charges of forwarders. It, however, 
denied the petition of western carriers asking it to vacate its 
order in I. and S. 4665 in which it has suspended tariffs of the 
railroads purported to be in compliance with the order in the 
freight forwarding investigation. 


ROCK ISLAND LEASE AND LABOR 


The Commission’s condition, attached to its order per- 
mitting the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific to lease the prop- 
erties of the Chicago, Rock Island and Gulf (see Traffic World, 
November 12, 1938, p. 987), making it mandatory for the rail- 
road to compensate employes dismissed under the lease, was 
declared beyond the statutory power of the Commission to 
make, in a decision by a three-judge federal court in Chicago, 
July 12. The decision was delivered orally by Judge Evan A. 
Evans. Sitting with him were Judges Charles E. Woodward 
and F. Ryan Duffy. 

In its decision, the Commission said the lease that the 
Rock Island proposed to make (Finance Docket 11847) might 
only be made after the railroad agreed to accept the conditions 
laid down by the Commission, which included the protection 
of the salaries and senority of retained employes for a period 
of five years, and compensation on a monthly basis, dependent 
on existing salaries, for dismissed employes, that compensation 
to run from five to sixty months, depending on the length of 
employment. 

In a subsequent order, on reargument, the Commission re- 
ceded from its original position to the extent of permitting the 
trustees of the Rock Island to lease the property of the C. R. I. 
and G. without first formally accepting the labor conditions 
(see Traffic World, April 22, p. 903). The change was made at 
that time to permit the railroad to take the labor conditions 
into court without at the same time delaying the lease con- 
summation. 

In court, Otis Glenn, counsel] for the Rock Island trustees, 
said the object of the lease was to eliminate the Fort Worth 
accounting office of the C. R. I. and G. The savings to result, 
he said, would be about $100,000 a year. Compensation for the 
fifty-three employes involved, he said, would eventually add up 
to abount $300,000, although that would be spread over several 
years, he estimated. 

In handing down the oral opinion, Judge Evans said the 
court was of the opinion that “Congress did not intend to 
confer on the Commission the power to make provisions of 
this nature.” In its decision, the Commission had said that its 
attempt to protect the employes came under the head of the 
“public interest” it was mandated to protect. 

The Commission, though it has not yet acted, is expected 
to appeal from the decision of the federal court at Chicago in 
Lowden et al. as trustees of the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific vs. U. S. and I. C. C., in which it held the Commission 
had not been authorized by Congress to impose conditions for 
the protection of labor such as it put into its decision in Fi- 





nance |N: 847, Chicago, Rock Island and Gulf trustees’ lease, 
decid 1 3. 
ETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 
NO. 595 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Southwestern 


lines, defendahts, ask modification of findings and orders to specifically 
eliminate from requirements of said findings and orders flavin concen- 
trates (animal or poultry feed), carloads. 

No. 14239, Rockford Brick and Tile Co. et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
et al. J. A. Farmar, for and on behalf of defendants, asks Commission 
to modify its order by setting aside the maintenance clause of said 
order, in order to permit defendants to proceed with the publication 
of specific commodity rates to apply only on brick and articles taking 
the same rates on basis of a distance scale for distances of 150 miles 
and under, necessary to meet motor truck competition. 

No. 27920 and Sub. No. 1, R. C. Mahon Co. vs. B. & O. et al. Com- 
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plainant asks Commission to strike from the record defendants’ reply 
to petition of complainant for rehearing, or reconsideration on the 
record as made and/or reargument on the. question of unreasonableness 
of the assailed rates for the future and the past, and complainant's 
right to an award of reparation. 

No. 27999, Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. A. C. L. et al. Complainant 
asks reconsideration by entire Commission of report of April 29, by 
division 3; and for revision and reversal of said report. 

1. & S. No. 4673, import woodpulp, north Atlantic ports to Central 
Freight territory. Official territory rail carriers ask immediate vacation 
of suspension order. 

No. 28278, Barre Forwarding Co. et al. vs. M. & W. R. et al. De. 
fendanz, Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville asks Commission to 
issue an order requiring complainants to make their complaint more 
specific, or to furnish a bill of particulars, so that this defendant may 
know what cause of action is attempted to be stated against it, as is 
required by paragraph (p) of Rule III of the Rules of Practice. 

No. 27982, Masson & Sons, Ltd., et al. vs. A. C. L. et al. Defend- 
ants ask reopening of proceeding and holding in abeyance of matter 
of reparation as to shipments of celery from Florida until disposal 
is had with respect to matters involved in I. & S. No. 4577. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. American 
Carloading Corporation asks that it be permitted to put in force tariff 
provisions in connection with auto brake parts; brake fluid; com- 
pressors; fans; motors, electric; oil, transformer; pumps, power; 
transformers, and to that end that such modification as may be neces- 
sary be made in this proceeding. 

No. 14239, Rockford Brick and Tile Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F, 
et al. Rockford Brick and Tile Co. and Sheffield Brick and Tile Co., 
complainants, ask Commission to set aside order in so far as it relates 
to arbitrary for drain tile rates over brick rates and in so far as it 
relates to scale of rates for application between Iowa and Minnesota, 
South Dakota and Nebraska, applicable on shipments of brick and 
articles taking brick rates, including drain tile in straight or mixed 
carloads with a minimum of 50,000 pounds to meet motor truck com- 
petition. 

No. 27850, Globe Roofing Products Co., Inc., vs. C. I. & L. et al. 
Defendants ask entire Commission to reopen and reconsider case as to 
the reasonableness of rate prescribed therein for future application; 
and pending determination of petition for reconsideration to modify 
effective date of order and to suspend effective date of tariffs filed pur- 
suant to order requiring publication of six cent rate by August 2, or 
permit defendants to withdraw said tariffs pending a decision hereof. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Chicago- 
Milwaukee Motor Carriers, Inc., asks modification of order. 

No. 16323 and Sub. Nos. 1, 2 and 3, Scott County Milling Co. et al. 
vs. Butler County Railroad Co. et al. Complainants ask reopening and 
reargument before and reconsideration by entire Commission, or re- 
opening and rehearing. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. American 
Carloading Corporation asks that it be permitted to put in force tariff 
provisions in connection with boxes, fibreboard, pulpboard, or straw- 
board, with or without wooden frames (paper boxes), corrugated, K. 
D. flat or folded flat, loose or in packages and to that end that such 
modification as may be necessary in the proceeding be made. 

No. 13535 et ai., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Southwestern 
Lines, defendants, ask approval under finding 27 of the publication 
of rate of 10 cents a 100 pounds, carloads, minimum weight 40,000 
pounds, on ice, from Carthage, Mo., to Cotter, Ark. 


CLASS RATE SLASH IN NEW ENGLAND 


The Boston & Maine and the Maine Central have filed all- 
commodity rates effective between points in New England, 
August 10. The Commission has authorized them to depart 
from tariff publishing rules so as to get their proposals to its 
files. In announcing the publication of the rates which they 
said were for experimental purposes, the railroads said that 
substantial reductions in less than carload rates were pro- 
posed. The new rates, they said, would be tried out between 
certain points, including between Boston and Portland, Me.; 
Boston and Lewiston, Me.; Portland and Rumford, Me.; Port- 
land and Bangor, Me.; Bangor and Calais, Me.; between Bruns- 
wick and Bangor, Me., as well as other intermediate and ad- 
joining stations. 

The railroads, according to a joint statement issued by 
John W. Rimmer, vice-president in charge of traffic, are seek- 
ing permission to reduce the rates to determine whether re- 
duced charges will promote trade and traffic between com- 
munities in northern New England. Some of the reductions, 
Mr. Rimmer said, were as much as 54 cents a hundred pounds. 

Briefly, according to Mr. Rimmer, the plan contemplates 
the elimination of the present first four classes and the sub- 
stitution of single rates under which all goods can be moved 
and which will be slightly under the present fourth class rates. 
This rate will apply on everything except a few commodities 
such as groceries and paper on which reduced rates have al- 
ready been filed. Shipments now moving at rates which are 
already below the proposed new rates will not be effected 
because the plan does not provide for any increases. Typical 
illustrations of the present and proposed rates, he said, were 
as follows: Between Boston and Portland, rates now ranging 
from 67 cents down to 34 cents, will be reduced to 31 cents; 
and between Portland and Rumford and Rockland, now rang- 
ing from 68 cents down to 34 cents, will be reduced to a rate of 
31 cents a hundred pounds. 
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SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 


not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-776, the Commission has suspended from 
July 14, until October 12, the operation of certain schedules 
as published on seventh revised page 30 to Tariff M.F.-I.C.C. 
19 of Agent David G. Shearer, and on seventh revised page 11 
to M.F.-I. C. C. 2 of Phoenix Blue Diamond Express, Los An- 
geles, Calif. The suspended schedules propose to establish 
rules providing for unlimited partial deliveries at destinations 
and intermediate points subject to an additional charge of $1 
for each delivery applicable at points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico and Texas, and extending the 
application thereof both as to territory and traffic; in lieu of 
present rules providing additional charges of $3 for each partial 
delivery in transit (not exceeding three deliveries, including 
final delivery), and $1 for each partial delivery at destination. 

In I. and S. M-777, the Commission has suspended from 
July 14 until October 12 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in Tariff M.F.-I. C. C. 7 of Pittsburgh Southern Motor 
Freight, Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish in lieu of higher class rates new commodity rates 
on candy and confectionery of 40 cents a hundred pounds on 
3,000 pounds or less and 35 cents, under 18,000 pounds, from 
Baltimore, Md., to Greensburg and Pittsburgh, Pa.; also a new 
any-quantity commodity rate of 58 cents on envelopes (not 
stamped), almanacs and circulars between Baltimore, Md., and 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

In I. and S. 4666, the Commission on its own motion, has 
suspended from July 10, 1939, until February 10, 1940, the 
operation of certain schedules as published in supplements 
Nos. 5 and 6 to the Colorado and Southern Railway Com- 
pany’s tariff, I. C. C. No. 1669; Supplement No. 6 to the Texas 
and Pacific Railway Company’s tariff, I. C. C. No. 3909, and 
many other tariffs. The suspended schedules provide for the 
leasing or furnishing of space at carriers’ freight stations 
without specifically naming the charges therefor. 

In I. and S. 4667, the Commission on its own motion, has 
suspended from July 17, 1939, until February 17, 1940, the 
operation of certain schedules as published in the Delaware, 
Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company’s tariff, I. C. C. 
No. 23883. The suspended schedules propose certain excep- 
tions to Rule 24 of the Official Classification as to multiple 
loads of two or three cars at Buffalo, East Buffalo and Black 
Rock, N. Y., when cars less than 41 feet in length, inside 
measurement, are used. 

In I. and S. 4668, the Commission, on its own motion, has 
suspended from July 10, 1939, until February 10, 1940, the 
operation of certain schedules as published in supplements 
Nos. 16 and 9 to Agent L. E. Kipp’s tariffs I. C. C. Nos. 1416 
and A-2987, respectively, and many other tariffs. The sus- 
pended schedules provide that when carload freight is received 
in excess of the quantity that can be loaded in or on a car less 
than 42 feet in length, inside measurement, one additional 
car less than 42 feet in length, inside measurement, will be 
furnished for the excess freight, and in such instances the car- 
load rate or rating applicable to the shipment will be applied 
on the actual or estimated weight of the articles in or on each 
car, subject to the minimum carload weight applicable to the 
consignment. 

In I. and S. 4674, the Commission has suspended from July 
10, 1939, until February 10, 1940, the operation of certain 
schedules as published in Merchants and Miners Transporta- 
tion Company’s tariff I. C. C. No. 1484. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to restrict the acceptance of shipments of glass 
for transportation, to glass and mirrors that do not exceed 4 
feet by 6 feet, outside dimension, or 24 square feet, and also 
the acceptance of furniture and office fixtures set with glass 
or mirrors to such articles in which the glass or mirrors do not 
exceed 3 feet by 5 feet, or 15 square feet. 

In I. and S. 4675, the Commission has suspended from July 
10, 1939, until] February 10, 1940, the operation of certain 
Schedules as published in supplements Nos. 19 and 20 to Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Company’s tariff I. C. C. 
No. 19199, supplements Nos. 122 and 123 to Agent L. E. Kipp’s 
tariff I. C. C. No. A-2601, and supplements Nos. 53, 54 and 55 
to Agent L. E. Kipp’s tariff I. C. C. No. A-2826. The suspended 
Schedules propose to reduce the proportional rates on fresh 
meats and packing house products, in carloads, from Denver, 
Colo., and points taking the same rates, and from Gering and 
Scottsbluff, Nebr., to the upper Mississippi River crossings, on 
traffic to points east of the Illinois-Indiana state line. The fol- 

lowing is illustrative: 


Present rate from Denver, Colo., to St. Louis, Mo., fresh meats 
91, packing house products 77.5. Proposed rate, 70. 
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In I. and S. M-770, the Commission has suspended from 
July 10 until October 8, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of George Law Marshall, 
Greenwood, S. C. The suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish new and reduced truckload commodity rates, minimum 
15,000 pounds, on sugar from Savannah and Port Wentworth, 
Ga., to Abbeville, Anderson, Columbia, Greenville, Greenwood, 
Newberry, Lancaster, and Saluda, S. C., in lieu of present 
higher class or commodity rates. The following is illustrative: 


Sugar. truckloads, no minimum stated, from Port Wentworth, Ga., 
to Greenwood and Lancaster, S. C., present 20; proposed, Greenwood 
15, Lancaster 17, minimum 15,000 pounds. 


In I. and S. M-771, the Commission has suspended from 
July 10 until October 8, the operation in part of schedule MF 
I. C. C. No. 15 of Overland Freight Lines, Inc., Indianapolis, 
Ind. The suspended schedule proposed to establish new truck- 
load contract carrier minimum charges on traction engine or 
tractor parts, minimum 12,000 pounds, between Indianapolis, 
Ind., and points in central states, also on refined sugar, mini- 
mum 20,000 pounds, between Ottawa, Ohio, and points in IIli- 
nois and Indiana. This carrier has no present minimum 
charges on this traffic. A minimum charge of 14 cents a 100 
pounds on refined sugar, applicable between Ottawa, O., and 
Anderson, Ind., is illustrative of the proposed minimum charges. 

In I. and S. M-772, the Commission has suspended from 
July 10 until October 8, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 16 to joint tariff, Alternate Agent 
J. R. Shumate’s MF I. C. C. No. 125. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new truckload commodity rates on car- 
pets or carpeting, and related articles, minimum 15,000 pounds, 
from East Walpole, Mass., to 32 points in Georgia, North Caro- 
lina and South Carolina, also from Philadelphia, Pa., to 
Florence, Ala., in lieu of present higher class rates. The fol- 
lowing is illustrative: 


Carpeting (felt base) asphalted and painted or decorated, mini- 
mum 15,000 pounds, from East Walpole, Mass., to Athens, Ga., present 
156, proposed 115; Concord, N. C., present 136, proposed 97. 


In I. and S. M-773, the Commission has suspended from 
July 10 until October 8, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 10 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 6 of 
Ramus Trucking Line, Inc., Cleveland, O. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish a new any-quantity commodity rate 
of 75 cents a 100 pounds on pine rough boxes (shipping, set-up), 
and on plywood or paperwood containers, knocked-down, from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Cleveland, O.; in lieu of present higher 
class rates. 

In I. and S. M-768, the Commission has suspended from 
July 8 until October 6 the operation of Supplement 5 to sched- 
ule MF-I. C. C. 3 of Joe Duffey, doing business as Joe Duffey 
Trucking Co., Monroe, Mich. The suspended schedule proposed 
to reduce from 21 cents to 20 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 
15,000 pounds, the minimum charge on binders, pulp, box or 
straw board; waste paper; and certain other commodities used 
or useful in the manufacture of paper products, such as alum, 
chemicals, inks, and papermill supplies or equipment; appli- 
cable between Monroe, Mich., and Chicago, III. 

In I. and S. M-769, the Commission has suspended from 
July 8, 1939, until October 6, 1939, the operation of certain 
schedules as published in Supplement No. 71 to joint Tariff MF- 
I. C. C. 77 (F. P. Willette’s series) of Agent Mid-Western Motor 
Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., Kansas City, Mo. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new reduced commodity rates 
of 162 cents less-truckload, and 155 cents, minimum _ 5,000 
pounds, on gravity cream separators (cream separating cans) 
from Indianapolis, Ind., to Springfield, Mo.; in lieu of pres- 
ent class rates of 243 cents, less-truckload, and 138 cents, mini- 
mum 10,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-774, the Commission has suspended from 
July 12 until October 10 the operation of certain schedules as 
published on fifth revised page 7-A to tariff MF- I. C. C. No. 
2 of the Phoenix Blue Diamond Express, Los Angeles, Calif. 
The suspended schedules propose to establish a rule provid- 
ing that when a number of different articles, for each of which 
commodity rates are provided, are shipped at one time in a 
mixed shipment, charges will be based on the actual weight 
of each of such articles at the applicables commodity rate for 
that article, and the minimum weight for the entire shipment 
shall be the highest provided for any article in the shipment, 
any deficiency in weight to be charged for at the rate appli- 
cable to the lowest rated article in the shipment; in lieu of 
the present rule providing that charges on mixed volume ship- 
ments will be based on the volume rate applicable to the 
highest rated article in the mixed shipment, and that the min- 
imum weight shall be the highest provided for any article in 
the shipment. 

In I. and S. 4676, the Commission has suspended from July 
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12, 1939, until February 12, 1940, the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in supplements No. 19 and 2 to Minneapolis, 
St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railway Co.’s tariffs I. C. C. Nos. 
6613 and 6808, respectively, and’ in Minneapolis, St. Paul & 
Sault Ste. Marie Railway Co.’s tariff I. C. C. No. 6859. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish proportional rates 
from points on the Soo Line to Minneapolis, St. Paul and 
Moose Lake, Minn., and also concentration-in-transit arrange- 
ments at those points, in connection with shipments of dairy 
products and dressed poultry moving beyond such transit 
points to destinations in central, trunk line or New England 
territories, to meet motor-truck competition. 


AUTOMOBILE RATE ROW ENLARGED 


The Commission, in I. and S. M-775, automobiles, Detroit 
to Maryland, Ohio, Pennsylvania and West Virginia, has sus- 
pended from July 12 until October 10 the operation of all 
schedules in Supplement 10 to MF-I. C. C. 5 of Detroit Pitts- 
burgh Motor Freight, Inc., Canton, O. (see Traffic World, July 
8, p. 97). The suspended schedules proposed to establish new 
and reduced commodity rates on motor vehicles from Detroit, 
Mich., to Maryland, Ohio, Pennsylvania and West Virginia. 
No present rates are in effect except to Youngstown, O. A 
rate of $15.50 a vehicle applicable from Detroit to Butler, Pa., 
is illustrative of the proposed rates. 

This proceeding is of a character which suggests that the 
Commission will attach it to No. 28190, its inquiry into auto- 
mobile rates. 

The Commission refused to suspend Peel’s schedules nam- 
ing truck competitive rates on automobiles from Memphis, 
Tenn., to points in Arkansas, Louisiana, Missouri and Okla- 
homa, and they became effective July 10. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12412, Lehigh & New England 
Railroad Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Lehigh 
& New England Railroad Co. of a branch line of railroad in Northam- 
ton county, Pa., approved as of July 7, 1939. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12417, Missouri Southern Rail- 
road Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Missouri South- 
ern Railroad Co. of a portion of a branch line of railroad in Shannon 
county, Mo., approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 12418, Northeast Oklahoma Railroad 
Company Securities, authorizing the Northeast Oklahoma Railroad 
Company to issue not exceeding (1) $600,000 of first-mortgage 4-per cent 
bonds, under and pursuant to, and to be secured by, a proposed trust 
indenture to be dated as of July 1, 1939, between the applicant and 
the First National Bank of Miami (Okla.) as trustee; said bonds to be 
dated July 1, 1939, to be in the form and denomination, to be redeem- 
able, and to have the benefit of a sinking fund, as set forth in the ap- 
plication and report aforesaid, to bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent 
per annum, payable semiannually, and to mature July 1, 1954; and (2) 
$300,000 of common capital stock, consisting of 30,000 shares of the par 
value of $10 each; said bonds and stock to be delivered at par to the 
Eagle-Picher Mining & Smelting Company in exchange for $300,000 of 
matured underlying bonds of the Oklahoma, Kansas & Missouri In- 
terurban Railway Company and the applicant’s demand note in the face 
amount of $613,000, on which the present unpaid balance is $600,000. 
Provided, however, That, before the applicant may exercise any of the 
authority herein granted, 22,690 shares of its outstanding common capi- 
tal stock of the par value of $10 each shall be surrendered to the appli- 
cant and canceled, approved as of July 10, 1939. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 12455, Minneapolis Eastern Railway 
Company Bonds, authorizing the Minneapolis Eastern Railway Com- 
pany to extend from January 1, 1939, to January 1, 1949, the maturity 
date of not exceeding $150,000 of its refund mortgage bonds pursuant 
to a supplemental indenture to be dated as of January 1, 1939, made 
between it, the First Trust Company of Saint Paul, trustee, and the 
consenting bondholders; said extension to be accomplished by attach- 
ing to each bond an extension agreement and coupon sheet and by 
stamping on each bond a certificate referring to the extension agree- 
ment, approved as of July 10, 1939. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

Finance No. 12471. Hopatcong Railroad Co. and the Delaware, 
Lackawanna and Western Railroad Co. jointly ask authority to abandon 
a little more than one-half mile of the Hopatcong in Morris county, 
N.. J. 

Finance No. 12473. Wabash Railway Co. and its receivers, ask 
authority to abandon the Glasgow branch extending from Salisbury 
to Howard County, Mo., approximately 15 miles. According to the 
application, decreased freight and passenger traffic is the reason for 
abandonment. 

Finance No. 12472. Southern Railway Co. and Virginia & South- 
western Railway Co. ask authority to abandon a line extending from 
a point near the city limits of Bristol, Tenn., to Bluff City, Tenn., 
approximately 12 miles. 

MC F-951. Spector Motor Service, Inc., Chicago, Ill., asks au- 
thority to purchase the operating rights and business of Capitol Freight 
Lines, Ltd., and temporarily to lease those rights for a period not 
exceeding 180 days. 

MC F-952. Houston Inland Transportation Co., Houston, Tex., 
asks authority to purchase the operating rights of J. E. Rayburn, dba 
Houston Inland Forwarding Co., together with all intrastate rights 
owned by Rayburn and certain physical properties and final certificates 
when issued by the Commission and the Railroad Commission of Texas. 
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MC F-953. Gay’s Express, Inc., Bellows Falls, Vt., asks authority 
to purchase the operating rights and equipment of James L. Ellsworth, 
dba Ellsworth Motor Express, Hillsboro, N. H., and temporarily to 
lease those rights and property for a period not exceeding 180 days. 

MC F-954. [Illinois Greyhound Lines, Inc., Cleveland, O., asks 
authority to acquire the business, operating rights, and certain assets 
of the Southern Limited, Inc., including all of the stock of the South- 
ern Limited of Indiana, Inc. 

MC F-955. The Greyhound Corporation, Chicago, Ill., asks author- 
ity to issue 13,500 shares of common stock for the purpose of a con- 
tribution to the capital of Illinois Greyhound Lines, Inc. 

Finance No. 12474. Lake Erie, Franklin & Clarion Railroad Co, 
asks authority to abandon about 2 miles of track in Clarion county, 
Pa. According to the application, expenditure to put the track in 
operating condition would not be justified because of insufficient amount 
of traffic. 

Finance No. 12476. Winston-Salem Terminal Co. asks authority to 
issue and sell $800,000 of its first mortgage 3% per cent bonds. The 
bonds are to be dated September 1, 1939, and are to mature September 
1, 1970. The issue is to provide for the redemption and refunding 
of a like amount of applicant’s first mortgage 5 per cent gold bonds, 
called for redemption October i, 1939. 

Finance No. 12476, Sub. No. 1. Southern Pacific Railway Co. asks 
authority to assume obligation and liability in respect of $800,000 of 
first mortgage bonds proposed to be issued by the Winston-Salem 
Terminal Co. 

Finance No. 12476, Sub. No. 2. Norfolk & Western asks authority 
to assume obligation and liability in respect of payment of $800,000 of 
bonds proposed to be issued by the Winston-Salem. 

Finance No. 12476, Sub. No. 3, Winston-Salem Southbound Railway 
Co. asks authority to assume obligation and liability in respect of the 
$800,000 bonds proposed to be issued by the Winston-Salem Terminal 
Company. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Southern; Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific; Northern 
Pacific; Terminal Railroad Association of St. Louis; and Erie 
have filed applications with the Commission for approval of 
proposed modification of signal systems or devices under para- 
graph (b), sectiton 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
in writing within 15 days from July 7. 

The Pennsylvania; Erie; Baltimore & Ohio; and New York 
& Long Branch have filed applications with the Commission 
for approval of proposed modification of signal systems or 
devices under paragraph (b), section 26 of the interstate 
commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should 
advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from July 8. 

The Chicago, Burlington & Quincy has filed an application 
with the Commission for approval of proposed modification 
of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b), section 26 
of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring 
hearing should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days 
from July 10. 

The Texas & New Orleans has filed an application with 
the Commission for approval of proposed modification of signal 
systems or devices under paragraph (b), section 26 of the 
interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hear- 
ing should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days 
from July 11. 

The Erie; and Pennsylvania have filed applications with 
the Commission for approval of proposed modification of sig- 
nal systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the 
interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hear- 
ing should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days 
from July 12. 

The Denver and Rio Grande Western; Chicago, St. Paul, 
Minneapolis and Omaha; Erie; and Michigan Central have 
filed applications with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modification of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b), 
section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party 
desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing within 
15 days from July 12. 


B. & P. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12131, Bos- 
ton & Providence reorganization, has denied the petition of 
Bentley W. Warren and Charles W. Mulcahy, as trustees of 
the carrier mentioned, requesting the Commission to direct 
such of its agencies as it might designate, to file in these 
proceedings a report and additional or supplemental reports 
as to the fair value for the purpose of merger, consolidation, 
or sale, and the fair rental value for the purpose of lease, of 
the properties and franchises of the debtor with particular 
reference to the value thereof to the reorganized New Haven 
system and to such special equities as might be found to exist 
in favor of the debtor, if operated as a part of the reorganized 
New Haven system. The Commission said it concluded that it 
must deny the petition as framed. It added that it, however, 
would direct the appropriate agencies to compile and file 
these proceedings a report or reports of data with reference 
to the property, earnings and corporate organization of the 
Boston & Providence. 
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Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1939, by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Court of Civil Appeals of Texas. Waco.) An appeal 
from order refusing to dissolve a temporary injunction and 
continuing it in force brought both the order granting in- 
junction and order overruling motion to dissolve before re- 
viewing court for review. (Railroad Commission vs. Loving, 
128 S. W. Rep. 2d 845.) er 

A suit by motor carriers to enjoin Railroad Commission 
from interfering with operation of their trucks could not be 
considered as an appeal from order of Railroad Commission 
refusing to grant them a permit or certificate, where no facts 
were alleged showing a right to use highways or that commis- 
sion had acted arbitrarily, and no revision of order was sought. 
Vernon’s Ann. Civ. St., art. 911b.—Ibid. . 

The Federal Motor Carrier Act does not deprive Railroad 
Commission of Texas of jurisdiction to determine whether 
safety of traveling public and preservation of state’s property 
in highways will permit additional commerce either interstate 
or intrastate. Federal Motor Carrier Act, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 
301 et seq.—Ibid. ' 

Where interstate motor carriers having no permit or cer- 
tificate from Railroad Commission authorizing use of state 
highways had not shown that their proposed use of highways 
would not unduly burden them, materially affect preservation 
thereof, or unreasonably endanger safety of public, trial court 
was without jurisdiction to enjoin commission from interfering 
with operations of motor carriers. Vernon’s Ann. Civ. St., art. 
9llb; Vernon’s Ann. St. Const. art. 1, Sec. 28.—Ibid. 





(Court of Appeals of Kentucky.) The operator of a truck- 
ing business was a “private or casual carrier,” rather than a 
“common carrier” where truck was not operated over any estab- 
lished route and was used to haul lumber for operator’s mill, 
goods for a certain store and for purposes of moving house- 
hold goods for various parties; and hence operator was not 
liable as an insurer for damages to household goods and furni- 
ture destroyed while being moved in his truck. (Senters vs. 
Ratliff’s Adm’r., 128 S. W. Rep. 2d 724.) 

In action against administrator of a person claimed to have 
been engaged in trucking business as a common carrier for 
damages to household goods and furniture sustained while be- 
ing moved in deceased’s truck, instructing, in substance, that 
if deceased expressly and publicly offered to carry for all per- 
sons indifferently or by his conduct and manner of conducting 
business held himself out as ready to carry for all on such 
trips as he made on occasion in question, deceased was a com- 
mon carrier was not prejudicial to plaintiff.—Ibid. ‘ 

A private casual carrier was required to exercise only 
ordinary care to avoid injury or loss of goods entrusted to 
him.—Ibid. 

A carrier of goods is not liable as a common carrier unless 

he was under a legal obligation to accept the goods and carry 
them and would have been liable to an action if, without rea- 
sonable excuse, he had refused to receive them; and a carrier 
could not be liable to such action, unless he had expressly and 
bublicly offered to carry for all persons indifferently or had, 
by conduct and manner of conducting business, held himself 
out as ready to carry for all.—Ibid. 
_ The law applicable to common carriers, being peculiarly 
rigorous, ought not to be extended to persons who have not 
expressly assumed that character, or by their conduct and from 
nature of their business justified the belief of the public that 
they intended to assume it.—Ibid. 


Cc. & E. |. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission has put into the docket of Finance No. 
9952, Chicago & Eastern Illinois reorganization, a letter written 
by Kenneth D. Steere, chairman of the board of directors of 
that company, to Chairman Jones of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation showing that, when the court approves the plan 
of reorganization, the executive management of the reorganized 
company will be subject to approval by the R. F. C. so long 
a& it is a creditor of the reorganized company. 

The Steere letter was written in answer to one by Chair- 
man Jones December 2, 1938, saying that the R. F. C. would 
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accept new prior lien bonds proposed in the plan for its present 


indebtedness. In addition, subject to the approval of the Com- 
mission and the approval of the R. F. C. legal division, enough 
additional prior lien bonds would be taken to provide the cash 
required in the plan on the terms and conditions outlined in it. 

Chairman Steere’s letter to Mr. Jones further said the 
compensation paid the executive management should be sub- 
ject to the approval of the R. F. C. so long as the loan by it 
to the reorganized company was unpaid. Chairman Steere 
further said any commitment expressed in Mr. Jones’ letter of 
December 2, 1938, was predicated on the inability of the reor- 
ganized company to obtain the necessary funds on reasonable 
terms through private channels. 


ALTERNATION OF CLASS RATINGS 


The Commission, by Commissioner Atchison, has author- 
ized continuance until July 11. 1941, of departures from pro- 
visions of Rule 16 (b) of Tariff Circular 20 in the publication 
of so-called exception ratings, carloads, so that by alternating 
one against the other, the shipper will continue to receive the 
benefit of the rating which results in the lower charge. The 
permission was given in answer to an application by J. R. Peel 
in behalf of all the railroads. 

Exception ratings have become common since the decision 
of the Commission in the Southwestern Investigation, 123 I. C. C. 
203. It was in that case that the Commission prescribed col- 
umn and exception ratings. In its order in that case it provided 
for the specific alternation of class and column (exception) 
ratings, so that the lower of two charges would be applied. 
Alternation so as to bring into effect the lower charges has 
been provided in orders or tariffs bearing expiration dates. 
The desire of the carriers is to provide for a continuance of 
the alternation without the necessity of standing watch over 
expiration dates to assure continuance of the lower charges 
provided by alternation. 

It is thought that before the arrival of July 11. 1941, the 
tariff circular can be revised or some other method figured out 
for putting the matter on a more permanent basis than the 
sixth section permission such as authorizes departure from the 
tariff publishing rules. 


CHARGES ON PERISHABLE FREIGHT 


The long pending so-called refrigerator service case, No. 
20769, charges for protective service to perishable freight, has 
been submitted to the Commission after arguments by attor- 
neys representing the railroads and shippers interested in com- 
modities which generally take the service provided for in sec- 
tion 4 of the perishable freight protective tariff. Such services 
are covered in a proposed report made by Examiner F. L. 
Sharp on further hearing, the report in this case having been 
at 215 I. C. C. 684 (see Traffic World, April 8, p. 779). 

Time for argument was assigned to Ross D. Rynder, for 
Swift & Company, Nuel D. Belnap, Cudahy & Co.; George P. 
Boyle, Midwest Association of Meat Packers; W. H. Wagner, 
Rath Packing Co. and others who described themselves as small 
packers; R. L. Simpson, Wilson & Co.; Charles E. Bell, Fruit 
Dispatch Co. et al.; C. R. Hillyer, Anheuser-Busch, Inc., and 
other brewers; A. S. Knowlton, Official Territory rail lines; 
Lawrence Chaffee, Illinois Central and others; and J. R. 
Hoover, Central Vermont Railway. 

Broadly speaking representatives of the shippers took the 
ground that the record in this case was so old that the Com- 
mission should hold further hearings to bring it to date. Es- 
tablishment of charges in accordance with the original report 
was prevented in 1936 by an order of an Illinois federal court 
forbidding the railroads to establish charges on traffic mov- 
ing under the provisions of section 4 of the perishable pro- 
tective tariff. Representatives of the railroads, particularly the 
eastern carriers, took the position that the Commission should 
use the record as a foundation for maximum charges and al- 
low the railroads to depart from the charges to enable them to 
meet truck competition. 

The brewing interests took the position that the Commis- 
sion should find that no additional charges on beer were jus- 
tified. They observed that under the laws of the country in 
effect at the time the decision in this case was made it was 
not legal to ship beer. The order of the Commission of June 
2, 1936, prescribed new and additional charges for refrigera- 
tion, effective September 10, 1938, and that order covered all 
section 4 commodities of which beer was included as one. 





WIRE RODS TO PACIFIC COAST 


Arguments were made before division 3, July 13, in fourth 
section application No. 17623, iron and steel wire rods to Pa- 
cific coast terminals, by J. R. Bell for the railroads and Joseph 
J. Gery and W. H. Carney for Gulf and intercoastal steamship 
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lines which opposed relief. Examiner Disque in a proposed 
report recommended that relief be granted. 

The critical relief rate was $9.60 a ton from Minnequa, 
Colo., to San Francisco. Rates from other steel producing 
areas in the country would be reduced in proportion to main- 
tain the existing relationship. The principal traffic would be, 
according to the report, from the plant of the Colorado Fuel & 
Iron Co. at Minnequa to the plant of a subsidiary at South 
San Francisco. The railroads justified their proposal on the 
ground of foreign competition, chiefly from Belgium and Ger- 
many. By way of answer to that, Mr. Geary asserted the 
record showed that only eight tons of foreign steel came into 
the San Francisco area in 1938. But it was pointed out, in 
behalf of the railroads, that the Colorado steel plant had noti- 
fied the railroads that if the existing rate, something more than 
$11 was not reduced the plant at South San Francisco, using 
the rods in making wire cloth, would reduce its tonnage from 
Minnequa about 65 per cent, thus depriving the railroads of 
revenue. The steel interest asked for a rate of $7.50 a ton 
but the railroads felt they could not go below $9.60. The steam- 
boat interests contended that it was not foreign competition 
that caused the move but competition via the gulf and Atlantic 
steamship lines. 


SEATRAIN ASKS UNHANDING 


Seatrain Lines, Inc., contemplating an expansion of its 
operations, has asked the Commission to reconsider and modify 
its conclusions with respect to the application of the Panama 
Canal act, made by it in its decision in No. 25546, application 
of the Missouri Pacific and the Texas & Pacific on the matter 
of installation of a common carrier service by water other than 
through the Panama Canal. At the time the Commission made 
its report, says Seatrain, the findings and conclusions to which 
it now takes exceptions, presented no serious practical prob- 
lem. 

Now that it was contemplating extension of its operations, 
not described, Seatrain found itself confronted by the language 
of the Commission, which, according to its view, would require 
it, a carrier by water, to obtain the consent of the Commission 
to extension of its operations. That, it contends, is a result 
exactly the opposite of the intent of the Panama Canal act. 
The language to which Seatrain now objects is: 


While we also conclude that the existing coastwise service of Sea- 
train is in the public interest and will neither exclude, prevent nor 
reduce competition on the route by water, we desire to here emphasize 
that, so long as applicants maintain an interest in Seatrain, service 
by the latter over other routes by water may not be lawfully estab- 
lished until authorized by us, as provided by section 5 (19-21) of the 
act. 


The proceeding was instituted by the railroads mentioned 
on account of their minority interest in Seatrain Lines, Inc., 
a carrier by water. 

Assuming for the sake of the point, as the Commission 
held, says Seatrain, that the Missouri Pacific and Texas & Pa- 
cific’s minority stock ownership in Seatrain was an “interest” 
within the intent of the canal act, was it correct to say that 
Seatrain might not extend its operations to other water routes 
without the Commission’s approval? 

“Should not the Commission’s conclusion be that if Sea- 
train does extend or change its operations, these railroads may 
not continue their stock ownership in Seatrain without the 
Commission’s approval?” asks the petitioning water line. 

Seatrain argues that the Commission should hold that in 
order to come within the provisions of section 5 (19-21) the 
interest of a railroad in a water carrier must be such as to 
give the railroads practical control over the policies of the 
water carrier. It observes that under the canal act, as con- 
strued in this case, any railroad could cripple and hamper a 
water carrier by acquiring an interest in its stock. 

Instead of permitting its opinion as apparently holding 
that Seatrain may not now extend its operations to other water 
routes without the Commission’s approval, Seatrain says the 
Commission should modify its report to make it clear that if 
Seatrain did extend its operations it was not Seatrain’s onera- 
tions but the ownership by the Missouri Pacific and the Texas 
& Pacific of stock of Seatrain which, if anything, would become 
unlawful unless the Commission’s approval of such continued 
ownership was obtained. 


S. A. L. OPERATION 


A recommendation that the Commission, division 4, find 
that present and future public convenience and necessity re- 
quire the resumption of operation of the Seaboard Air Line 
over the so-called St. Marks branch extending from Smith- 
Vereen, Fla., to St. Marks, Fla., approximately 2.7 miles, has 
been made by Examiner Jerome K. Lyle in a proposed report 
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in Finance No. 12328, Seaboard Air Line receivers extension 
of operation. Operation of the line in question was discon- 
tinued about January 4, 1932, Seaboard Air Line Railway Co, 
Abandonment, 180 I. C. C. 89, said the report, adding that in 
that case applicants, Legh R. Powell, Jr., and Henry W. An- 
derson, receivers, sought authority to abandon entirely the 
line between Smith-Vereen and St. Marks. The report said 
that inasmuch as there was evidence that the river channel 
from the latter point to the Gulf of Mexico had been deepened, 
widened, and properly marked, and as a result thereof there 
would be an increased use of St. Marks as a port, the Com- 
mission authorized abandonment of operation only. That find- 
ing was without prejudice to the applicants’ right to petition 
for reopening of the case at the expiration of one year with a 
view of accomplishing complete abandonment. The petition 
was never filed. 

The examiner said a somewhat anomalous situation would 
be created should the Commission deny the applicants the 
right to abandon the line on the ground that there was a possi- 
bility that additional traffic might be obtained through the 
development of the port of St. Marks and then, when the traffic 
actually developed, deny them the right to operate the line. 
It was true, the examiner said, that under the Commission’s 
order the applicants heretofore might have applied for au- 
thority to complete the abandonment, but that was not man- 
datory, and the face remained that the line actually was in 
place, that it could be rehabilitated at very little expense, and 
that considerable revenue producing traffic was available for 
handling over it. 


RAIL CONSTRUCTION INDICES 


_The Commission has issued a compilation made by the 
engineering section of its Bureau of Valuation as to railroad 
construction indices for 1938. The title page of the compila- 
tion says these indices summarize and record the result of 
studies made by the engineering section over a period of years. 
They have not been examined or passed on by the Commission, 
Says that title page. A press notice issued by Secretary Bartel 
in connection with the compilation, says: 

Railroad construction indices for 1938, compiled and released today 
by the engineering section of the Bureau of Valuation, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, indicates that costs of building railroads were ‘‘off’’ 
slgihtly in 1938 from the preceding year. The recession for the country 
as a whole was from an index of 153 to 149, which means that as com- 
pared with a base cost which prevailed in the period represented by 
1910-1914, inclusive, it would have cost $1.49, and in 1937, $1.53, to pay 
for railroad construction which in 1910-1914 cost $1. 

The railroad construction indices cover, year by year, the period 
betwen 1910-1914 and 1938, inclusive. Total costs, which went up from 
the 1910-1914 base to 226 in 1920, or to $2.26 for each 1910-1914 dollar, 
dropped to 133 in the depression of 1932-1933. Costs have been mounting 
since, with generally improved conditions. In 1937 the index reached 
153 from which it receded four points last year. 

Steam locomotives held steady in 1938 at 204 and passenger-train 
cars at 195, but freight train cars dipped one point from 191. All road- 
way accounts, which hit a peak of 214 in 1920, were off four points from 
the 142 that they registered in 1937. General expenditures were off four 
points from 143. 

The most pronounced dip was recorded by grading which accounts 
for 18 per cent of all railroad construction costs. It was off from 103 
in 1937 to 93 in 1938. In other words, 93 cents in 1938 would do as 
much grading as one dollar did in 1910-1914. The peak in costs of 
grading was in 1920 when it hit 250 or 2% times the costs in the 
1910-1914 basic period. High costs accelerated the shift from manual 
to mechanical means—from men, horses and scrapers, to modern ma- 
chinery such as excavating, hauling and dumping machines. These ma- 
chines also greatly solidify new roadbed and reduce the period of 
seasoning for railroad traffic. 

Few roadway items advanced. Railway small tools, shop machinery, 
power substation apparatus and tunnels and subways were up slightly 
compared with 1937; rails were off from 143 to 139 and ties from 159 
to 154. 

The bureau’s indices are shown not only for the country as 4 
whole, but for the eight regions into which the country is divided by 
the Commission's statistics for railroads of the United States. 

The indices are based not on price lists but on the cost experience 
of the railroads themselves, reports covering which are filed with the 
Bureau of Valuation and are field checked. 


Cc. ST. P. M. & O. ABANDONMENT 


Abandonment by the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha of a portion of a branch line in Chippewa and Taylor 
counties, Wis., extending approximately 17 miles from Hol- 
combe to Hannibal, has been authorized by the Commission, 
division 4, in Finance No. 12237. According to the report, ap- 
plicant alleged that the branch had been operated at a 1oss 
for a number of years; that it could not be made to pay out- 
of-pocket costs of operation; that much traffic was handled by 
motor vehicles in preference to railroad; and that expenditures 
necessary to rehabilitate the branch were not warranted 0 
view of the limited amount of traffic handled thereover. 
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July 15, 1939 


TARIFF INDEX PROPOSALS 


The railroads, in a sixth section application filed by B. F. 
Jones, have submitted a revised scheme for the publication of 
tariff indexes or directories. Last October they proposed to 
abolish section 2 of indexes. The new proposal is to combine 
the two sections. The proposals are as follows: 


First: To publish in original issues and supplements to tariff in- 
dexes or directories consolidated listings of tariffs now required shown 
to be in sections 1 and 2, the arrangement therein to be as prescribed 
in section 1 listings. When a tariff index or directory applies for the 
account of more than one line, the initial carrier application of each 
tariff is to be designated by symbols or abbreviations substantally 
shown in an exhibit attached to the application. 

Second: To permit changes in Commission numbers of tariffs by 
supplement in the form shown in another exhibit, when the applica- 
tion of the tariff as originally shown in the index or directory defines 
the application of the involved tariff. 

Third: To waive the requirements that the index shall be reissued 
every 12 months and that each index must bear on its title page a 
notice to the effect ‘‘this index will be reissued on or before 
(date to be inserted, one year from issue date).”’ 


In justification, Mr. Jones said the proposed plan of pub- 
lication would not impair the usefulness of the publication but 
would, on the other hand, be helpful to the users because the 
originating and delivering line application of any tariff could 
be determined from the one listing while under the present 
method the same tariff if it did apply from and to points on 
the same line, had to be referred to in both sections 1 and 2. 
Furthermore, he said, no numerical index was now required as 
to tariffs shown in section 2 and if a tariff was listed in that 
section, the user had to examine a complete list of tariffs by 
the agent or carrier to determine if a tariff had delivering line 
application, for the account of the carrier involved. 

The section 2 listings of tariffs by carriers that published 
complete indexes or directories contained, said Mr. Jones, 
many duplications. By the proposed plan, he added, it was 
conservatively estimated that a saving of approximately 50 per 
cent of number of pages now necessary in the publication of 
section 2 by the elimination of these duplicate listings could 
be made. Certainly, said he, the Commission would be justified 
in permitting this publication for at least a test period. 

The second exemption requested, said he, would substan- 
tially reduce publication costs and would not interfere with 
the prompt location of a tariff involved or to determine its 
complete application because the item or index number as well 
as the page number would be shown. 

The third provision, to waive a yearly reissue, the appli- 
cation said, would accomplish a considerable saving to the 
carrier especially when the modified form of supplementing 
was approved. Certainly, said he, there could be no reason- 
able objection to continuing in effect an index or directory so 
long as it was within the supplemental limitations and reissue 
requirements in Rule 9 (3) of Tariff Circular 20. 

The financial status as a whole, said Mr. Jones, was well 
known to the Commission and the contemplated economy was 
one which would benefit all the carriers and at the same time 
give to the users of the publication a complete and usable 
index of effective tariffs applying to and from its lines. 


TARIFF RULE 27 AGAIN POSTPONED 

The Commission, by division 2, by order, has postponed the 
effective date of the second paragraph of Rule 27 of Tariff Cir- 
cular 20 from July 20, 1939, to July 20, 1940. The postpone- 
ment was made on petition of B. T. Jones, acting for all the 
railroads. It is only as to tariffs which publish routing in the 
manner provided in plan 2 of Rule 4 (k) of Tariff Circular 20. 
The part of the rule thus postponed pertains to intermediate 
routing. It has never been put into effect, having been post- 
poned, a year at a time, for a number of years. 


UNIFORMITY OF TARIFF SYMBOLS 


A dispute about the applicability of a rate on scrap or 
waste paper from Chicago, Ill., Dune Park, Ind., and Gary, 
Ind., to destinations in Michigan, arising out of the fact that 
a figure was enclosed in a circle in one place while it appeared 
In an oval in another has caused W. J. Kelly, chairman of the 
committee on freight tariffs, of the Association of American 
Railroads, to send a circular letter to all railroad and water 
line tariff publishing agents asking them to bear in mind the 
desirability of maintaining uniformity in the designation of 
symbols. He has asked them also to bear in mind the neces- 
sity of complying with Rule 4 (e) of Tariff Circular 20 when 
using reference marks or symbols in connection with particular 
items or rates, which requires the explanation to be shown on 
the page where the item is published. 

This action on the part of Mr. Kelly resulted from a letter 
to him from W. A. Powers, chief of the Commission’s section 
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of tariffs calling his attention to the fact that the Commission’s 
Bureau of Informal Cases had had much correspondence with 
the American Boxboard Co., Grand Rapids, Mich., on account 
of a contention by it as to the application of a rate. In one 
place the symbol was a circle and in another it is more of an 
oval, said Mr. Powers. That was done, presumably, said he, 
because the supplement was planographed and which type of 
printing ‘does not lend itself to the reproduction of two figures 
in an exact circle.” 





SALES CONTRACTS NOT SECURITIES 


Following the precedents set in Finance No. 12416, Lehigh 
Valley Railroad Co. Conditional Sales Contract, decided June 
21, 1939, and MC F-923, Cincinnati, Newport and Covington Co. 
(see Traffic World, July 1, p. 16), the Commission, by division 
5, has dismissed MC F-794, Pacific Freight Lines, conditional 
sales contracts. In this application Pacific Freight Lines sought 
and obtained authority to issue not exceeding $100,000 short- 
term promissory notes in the purchase of equipment. Authority 
was granted in 15 M. C. C. 501. That authorization was on 
condition that the Pacific Freight Lines file with the Commis- 
sion an appropriate application for authority to issue securities 
to replace outstanding obligations which were deemed to be 
void because of their having been issued without the company 
having obtained authority under section 214 of the motor car- 
rier act. 

This application, said the report, was filed in compliance 
with that condition. The applicant, however, said the report, 
contended that execution of contracts or agreements such as 
were here involved did not constitute an issue of securities 
within the purview of that section. 

In dismissing the application, division 5, called attention 
to the decision in the Lehigh Valley case which was that a con- 
tract of purchase which would contain all terms of payment 
of the purchase price was not an issuance of securities within 
the meaning of the law. Following that decision, division 5 
said, and based on the record, it found the contracts here con- 
sidered were not securities within the meaning of the law and 
that it had no jurisdiction over their execution. 


M. ST. L.. CERTIFICATES 


The Commission, by division 4, has modified its order of 
May 8, in Finance No. 12377, Minneapolis & St. Louis receiver’s 
certificates, so as to reduce the total of receiver’s certificates 
therein authorized to be issued from $326,000 to $162,025. 
Cash payments of $163,975, the Commission’s modification or- 
der said, had been made against certificates proposed to be 
renewed and the authority granted in the order of May 8 
would not be exercised to that extent, hence the reduction 
mentioned. 





Cc. & N. W. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 10881, Chi- 
cago & North Western Railway Co. reorganization, has rati- 
fied the appointment of Charles M. Thomson as trustee of the 
property of the debtor company. Mr. Thomson succeeds Charles 
P. Megan, former trustee, who resigned. The Commission said 
that since a memorandum filed by the court clearly provided 
for Thomson’s resignation as trustee of the Chicago & Eastern 
Illinois, at the time of his qualification as trustee of the Chi- 
cago & North Western, it should impose no condition in that 
respect on its ratification. 


NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY PORT FIGHT 


The City of Jersey City, N. J., by Frank Hague, its mayor, 
in No. 28299, City of Jersey City, N. J., vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
et al., has filed a complaint with the Commission alleging vio- 
lations of the first three sections of the interstate commerce 
act which seems much like the complaint that has been filed 
by New Jersey in No. 28204, State of New Jersey vs. Balti- 
more & Ohio et al. The attack is against rates on property 
received from or delivered to coastal and intercoastal water 
lines and in the interstate transportation of property, export 
and import, received from and delivered to water lines operat- 
ing from or to foreign origins and destinations. 

Substantially all the property which is transported by the 
defendants and which is transhipped in coastal, intercoastal, 
import or export service in connection with water lines, accord- 
ing to the complaint, is physically handled in the process of 
transhipment on the New. York side:ofj#he Hudson River, east 
of Hudson County, N. J., and substantially all of such traffic 
originates or terminates at points in continental United States 
and the Dominion of Canada west of Hudson County, and that 
substantially all of such traffic passes through Jersey City and 


points in Hudson County, en route to or from the transship- 
ment point. 
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The complaint alleges that as to the interstate transpor- 
tation described, the New Jersey points mentioned have a 
natural geographical advantage and that transhipment, per- 
formed at and within Jersey City and other points in Hudson 
County, would provide the natural economic route and method 
of handling such property. The complaint says the defendants 
maintain the same measure of freight rates on the property 
transhipped to and from Jersey City and other points in New 
Jersey as they maintain to and from points within New York 
City and in New York state east of the Hudson River. Ac- 
cording to the complaint, the points in New Jersey are 
justly entitled to rates lower than for similar transportation 
transhipped at points in New York. 

Mayor Hague alleges that the natural and normal develop- 
ment, improvement and utilization of the waterfronts of New 
Jersey and of the lands and property in Jersey City have been 
and are now being unduly retarded and restricted, through 
the imposition of freight rates to and from Jersey City the 
same as to and from New York. It is further alleged that 
Jersey City is being irreparably injured by the imposition of 
like rates and that that fact has unreasonably retarded em- 
ployment, population, property value and development in Jer- 
sey City. 

The complaint alleges that the railroads dissipate operat- 
ing revenues by affording free lighterage and free car-float 
services or trucking in lieu thereof, on traffic to and from New 
York City, through giving allowances and other forms of com- 
pensation for such lighterage, car-float and trucking services, 
and thus do not accord to Jersey City adequate and efficient 
railway service at the lowest cost consistent with the furnish- 
ing of such service; and also that the allowances or compen- 
sation for free lighterage, car-float and trucking services, con- 
stitute wasteful practices sufficient in amount to prevent the 
carriers, under otherwise honest, economical and_ efficient 
management to provide such service. 

With respect to the wasteful and uneconomic practices the 
complaint asks the Commission to exercise its powers under 
section 15(a) (2) and also to prescribe what it may deem 
reasonable and just and otherwise lawful rates. 

The Commission has denied petitions of defendants, of the 
state of New York, the city of New York, and various civic and 
commercial organizations, interveners, for dismissal of the 
complaint in No. 28204, state of New Jersey vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al. 


REFUND OF REPARATION 


Using critical language concerning the course of the Com- 
mission in that case, the complainants in No. 16323, Scott 
County Milling Co. et al. vs. Butler County Railroad Co. et al., 
embracing also three sub-numbers, have asked the Commis- 
sion for reopening and reargument before and reconsideration 
by its entire membership, or reopening and rehearing. That 
is the proceeding in which, when it reached the Supreme Court 
of the United States in L. W. Baldwin and Guy A. Thompson, 
as trustees of the Missouri Pacific, vs. Scott County Milling 
Co., decided that the trustees were entitled to recover about 
$24,000 of reparation which the Missouri Pacific had paid the 
milling company, the Commission, years after the reparation 
was paid, having vacated and set aside its reparation orders (see 
Traffic World, June 10, p. 1290). 


The milling company has filed a motion in the Supreme 
Court for rehearing. It made the points that the court’s 
opinion prevented finality in reparation proceedings and gave 
no effect to rules of the Commission which prohibited the orders 
of the Commission setting aside its reparations; that suits to 
collect tariff charges were barred unless brought within three 
years; and that this suit to recover tariff charges was barred 
by the three-year limitation statute. 


“An acceptance of reparation by a shipper,” said William 
E. Rosenbaum, attorney for the complainants before the Com- 
mission, ‘‘will be a perpetual contingent liability to him. The 
action of the Commission in nullifying and repealing the 
reparation awards which it had made more than four years 
previously to the complainants, appears, so far as complainants 
are able to ascertain, to have been unprecedented. But its 
action in reopening a proceeding involving a reparation award, 
after the 60-day period of limitation provided in Rule XV (e) 
of its Rules of Practice has expired, does not appear to be 
unusual. 

“As the matter now stands, the part of the act intended 
to be of benefit to a shipper, should he be charged unreason- 
able rates by a carrier, does the very thing it was intended 
to prevent—the drawing out of litigation for an indefinite 
period.” 

Among the points made by Mr. Rosenbaum, other than 
the flouting of its rules by the Commission intended to bring 
an end to litigation, was the fact that the final decision on 
which the Missouri Pacific was able to obtain a return of its 
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money, was made by the votes of five of the eleven commis- 
sioners. He said the Commission could prevent the drawing 
out of litigation for an indefinite period. Another point brought 
out by him was that the rates on coal which were the subject of 
the complaint, were now 88 cents a ton less than the $2.13 
rate assailed by the complaint, the reductions having been 
made on account of truck competition, which developed. after 
the complaint was filed in 1924. In the discussion leading up 
to the declaration that acceptance by a shipper of reparation 
would be a perpetual contingent liability to him, Mr. Rosen- 
baum said: 


The result of the decision in this case, as interpreted by the com- 
plainants, seems to leave a shipper in such situation that an order to 
pay reparation by a carrier can never be of any practical benefit to 
the shipper. As complainants view the decision, if the carrier elects 
to pay reparation as ordered by the Commission to a shipper, he will 
hereafter be in such perilous position if he accepts the payment of 
reparation, that he will hesitate to receive such payment in the event 
he is a prudent business man. If a shipper accepts payment of repara- 
tion under order of the Commission, even after motion for rehearing 
has been overruled, he, of course, must include such payment in his 
tax returns for tax purposes and pay taxes on such income, but he 
cannot safely use the reparation money because the Commission, in 
five, ten, fifteen or twenty years thereafter might, of its own motion 
or upon motion filed by the carrier, in violation of its own rules, set 
aside its order for the payment of reparation, and under the decision 
of the court in this case, as complainants understand it, the shipper 
would be required to restore the whole amount of reparation paid, with 
interest and costs. 

If complainants correctly interpret the result of the action by the 
Commission in this proceeding, then it should be obvious that such 
portions of the interstate commerce act which express the desire and 
intent of the Congress that shippers be granted reparations have, in 
effect, been nullified, not by the unanimous action of the Commission 
but by a minority of five members thereof. It should be obvious, there- 
fore, that not only are the complainants adversely affected by the 
Commission's decision in 194 I. C. C. 763, but likewise are the interests 
of all other shippers in the United States. 


RAIL EMPLOYMENT 

Employes of Class I steam railways, excluding switching 
and terminal companies, at the middle of June, 1939, totaled 
991,900, an increase of 8.39 per cent compared with June, 
1938, and an increase of 3.58 per cent compared with May, 
1939, according to a compilation made by the Commission's 
Bureau of Statistics. Statistics of the various classes of em- 
ployes for the respective periods follow: 

Executives, officials, and staff assistants, 11,747, 1.48 per 
cent decrease, and .13 per cent increase; professional, clerical, 
and general, 162,353, 1.07 per cent increase, and .69 per 
cent increase; maintenance of way and structures, 222,788, 16.15 
per cent increase, aand 6.74 per cent increase; maintenance of 
equipment and stores, 255,946, 14.06 per cent increase, and 
4.70 per cent increase; transportation (other than train, engine, 
and yard), 124,069, 2.59 per cent increase, and 1.25 per cent 
increase; transportation (yardmasters, switch-tenders and 
hostlers), 12,091, 2.54 per cent increase, and 2.31 per cent 
increase; and transportation (train and engine service), 202,906, 
4.8 per cent increase, and 2.96 per cent increase. 


RAIL WAGE STATISTICS 


Class I steam railways, excluding switching and terminal 
companies, reported a total of 950,352 employes as of the 
middle of April, 1939, and total compensation for that month 
of $144,962,740, according to the Commission’s monthly state- 
ment of wage statistics of steam railways prepared by its Bu- 
reau of Statistics from carrier reports. The employment was 
37,041 or 4.06 per cent greater than the number reported for 
April, 1938. The total number of hours paid for was 3.49 
per cent greater than the total compensation 3.82 per cent 
greater in April, 1939, than in April, 1938. 

Compensation for “time paid for but not worked’ for the 
month of April was reported as follows: Executives, officials, 
and staff assistants, $25,819; professional, clerical and general, 
$1,004,838; maintenance of way and structures, $29,198; mainte- 
nance of equipment and stores, $457,490; transportation (other 
than train, engine and yard), $98,577; and transportation 
(yardmasters, switch tenders and hostlers), $51,114. 

In the train and engine service, compensation was reported 
as follows: Straight time actually worked, $29,512,656; 
straight time paid for, $36,858,664; overtime paid for, $2,235,- 
147; constructive allowances, $956,149; total, $40,049,960. Miles 
actually run totaled 354,943,068 and miles paid for but not 
run totaled 37,149,941. 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 
The National Mediation Board has certified that the In- 
ternational Brotherhood of Red Caps has been authorized to 
represent station porters (red caps) employed by the Penn- 
sylvania-Reading Seashore Lines, for the purposes of the rail- 
way labor act. 
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RAIL LABOR CONTROVERSY 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


A memorandum charging violation by the railroads of an 
“agreement” embodied in the report of the President’s trans- 
portation committee of six with respect to handling labor rela- 
tions was submitted by the labor spokesmen—but not made 
public—at the joint conference held June 30 between repre- 
sentatives of the railroads and of railroad labor on the subject 
of railroad attacks on the railway labor act and the National 
Railroad Adjustment Board (see Traffic World, July 8, p. 86). 
The memorandum follows: 


The organizations comprising the Railway Labor Executives’ As- 
sociation have all during the years been in favor of cooperation with 
management in all problems where there is mutual interests involved. 

As illustrative of efforts in more recent years in this direction, 
we call attention to the fact that in 1937 and 1938 various efforts were 
made by the railroad and railroad labor organizations to solve the 
problems of the railroad industry by cooperation which culminated 
in the report of the emergency board and the report of the committee 
of six. The report of the committee of six on this subject reads: 

‘‘We have also considered proposals advocated by railway manage- 
ment and the labor organization having to do with labor relations, 
but laid them aside believing that they are in the main problems 
to be worked out to the extent possible in joint conference by these 
interests through collective bargaining, and if no solution can be found 
they may be urged upon the government or otherwise handled as the 
circumstances may appear to warrant.’’ 

We understood that both parties were pledged by this agreement 
to handle matters such as the railroads opposition to the adjustment 
boards through collective bargaining. We therefore understood that 
the railroads were not to in any manner attempt to attack or under- 
mine the board or the railway labor act, but that if they desired to 
persist in their view that there was a change required in the law 
or in the administration of the law, that they would seek the appoint- 
ment of a joint conference committee who would proceed as is usual 
in such matters to arrive at an agreement, or an agreement upon the 
method, to secure a solution. 

We therefore hold that the railroads have violated their agreement 
when they launched the program in which they are now engaged. 
These activities do not evidence a desire on the part of the railroads for 
the cooperation of their employes. 

This present program is not the only evidence of the unwillingness 
of the railroads to cooperate. The managements and employes jointly 
sought the enactment of the railway labor act of 1926. The law rested 
upon an agreement between the railroads and our organizations. That 
agreement and law provided for the creation of adjustment boards by 
agreement. The railroads only partially complied with this agreement 
and law. They at no time agreed to any method which would deny 
to the railroads the final decision in the interpretation of agreements 
governing wages and working conditions. This attitude on the part of 
the railroads forced the organization to seek the enactment of the 
amendments in 1934. 

Certain railroads still persist in favoring company unions. As an 
illustration, Mr. Etter of the Santa Fe Railroad is general chairman 


of the train dispatchers and at the same time is operating vice-president 
of the railroads. 


Many railroads have persisted in their refusal to accept and abide 
by decisions of the adjustment board. This whole matter was a sub- 
ject of joint conference in the latter part of 1937, and resulted in the 
appointment of a subcommittee representing our Association and the 
railroads on the various boards. This committee made certain joint rec- 
ommendations which are as follows: 

1, That every reasonable effort be made by general committees and 
managements on each property to adjudicate by direct negotiations all 
questions arising out of the interpretation and application of their 
working and wage agreements; 


2. That when such direct negotiations fail to settle such disputes, 
thereby necessitating submission to Divisions of the National Railroad 
Adjustment Board, a joint statement of facts can and should be made 
in the interest of aiding the board members in their consideration of 
facts and promulgation of awards; 

3. That awards of the divisions should be so prepared and rendered 

as to effectively dispose of the immediate disputes and be given con- 
sideration in the determination and disposition of future disputes aris- 
ing out of similar cases, circumstances and rules; 
4. That awards should be applied and made effective without undue 
delay. Where doubts exist or arise regarding the meaning or intent 
of awards, joint requests for interpretations of such awards should be 
filed with and disposed of by the divisions promptly; and 

5. That dissenting opinions should be avoided wherever possible. 

These recommendations were agreed to by all members of the 
joint committee except Mr. Etter of the Santa Fe Railroad. These 
recommendations have not been and are not now being complied with 
by the railroads. 

The railroads have sought to accomplish the emasculation of the 
adjustment boards by resorting to an effort through the courts to em- 
ploy the federal declaratory judgment act, and although the district 
court dismissed their case they have appealed to the circuit court of 
appeals, and the general impression is if they lose in that court they 
intend to appeal to the Supreme Court. This effort involves one of the 
Specific requests of the railroads which as agreed in the committee of 
six report would be a subject for further conference, and if possible, 
an agreement. 

Certain of the organizations several years ago secured the passage 
of a train limit bill in the state of Arizona. The railroads have per- 
sisted in their attack on this law through the courts, and even though 
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they were once defeated after going to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, they are now prosecuting a further attack on that law 
through the federal courts. This is a part of the so-called ‘‘repressive 
law program’’ which it was mutually agreed would be the subject mat- 
ter of further conference and agreement. 

We find in a number of instances certain railroad managements 
are either directly or indirectly opposing the organization of their em- 
ployes even though the railway labor act specifically provides that it 
shall be the duty of railroad managements to make and maintain agree- 
ments with the duly authorized representatives of employes selected 
without coercion, influence or intimidation by the managements. 

The Railway Age, if not owned by, is certainly supported by the 
railroads of this country and would not be able to exist without such 
support. Yet, this publication continues the most vicious, contemptuous 
and unjustified vilification of the officers and members of the railway 
labor organizations. 

It is difficult for the railroad employes to believe that the railroad 
managements are not responsible for this studied campaign of inter- 
ference with cooperation. Our organizations are not conscious of any 
failure on their part to carry out the agreements which we have made 
with the railroads to cooperate. We have fulfilled our every obligation 
under those agreements. We are prepared to carry on, but before 
proceeding further there must be positive assurance that from here 
on the railroads will cease and desist from their activities in violation 
of the agreement to cooperate. 


Pelley and Norris Comment 


Asked to comment on the charges made in the memo- 
randum with respect to the “agreement” in the committee of 
six report, J. J. Pelley, president of. the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads, said the “agreement” (which was published at 
the time the rest of the report was given out) meant that the 
railroads, in concerted action or through the Association of 
American Railroads, would not take up controversial labor 
matters without having first made an effort to settle them by 
collective bargaining. 

“There has been no such concerted action,” said he. 

The statement in the committee report, said he, conformed 
to the labor policy of the railroads followed in the last few 
years. 

Ernest E. Norris, president of the Southern Railway, a 
member of the President’s committee of six, said the statement 
in the committee report was a “declaration of policy” and that 
no particular phase of the railroad labor problem was in mind 
when it was drafted. ; 

It was pointed out that the report of the committee of six 
had been approved by the board of directors of the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads, but not by the member roads of 
the association. There was no control over the actions of indi- 
vidual members of the association with respect to labor mat- 
ters, it was said. 

Many railroad executives, it is understood, are angry that 
such an arrangement should have been made by the committee 
of six. 

At the conference June 30 the labor representatives, among 
other things, complained about the address made by M. J. 
Gormley, executive assistant of the Association of American 
Railrouds, June 13, criticising decisions by referees passing on 
cases handled by the adjustment board (see Traffic World, 
June 17, p. 1353). 

Publicity given the hearings before the adjustment board 
in the Santa Fe cases also was criticized by the labor spokes- 
men but it is understood that, after discussing that matter, 
they agreed that, if newspaper reporters were excluded from 
such hearings, the results would be undesirable in that there 
then probably would be more publicity. 


It is understood that the labor spokesmen also brought up 
a statement issued by H. D. Pollard, receiver of the Central of 
Georgia, and an address by W. L. Fox, president of the Asso- 
ciation of Railroad Superintendents, criticizing results under 
the operations of the adjlistment board. 


The six railroad members of the joint committee to 
consider the situation growing out of labor’s allegations were 
announced as follows: M. W. Clement, president of the Penn- 
sylvania; C. E. Denney, trustee of the Erie; E. E. Norris, 
president of the Southern, and J. B. Hill, president of the Louis- 
ville & Nashville; Patrick H. Joyce, co-trustee of the Chicago 
Great Western, and Samuel H. Cady, vice-president and general 
counsel of the Chicago & North Western. 


Although it was reported that the joint committee was to 
hold its first meeting in Chicago July 13, inquiries in Chicago 
at places most likely to know about such a meeting met with 
statements that no one knew where it was to be held, or even 
if such a meeting was to be held. Among other places where 
they said they knew nothing of the matter were the offices of 
the Western Association of Railway Executives, the Western 
Railways Committee on Public Relations, and the National 
Railway Adjustment Board. 

At the close of the joint conference of the National Rail- 
road Adjustment Board and the National Mediation Board, in 
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Chicago, July 7, Otto S. Beyer, chairman of the Mediation 
Board, said that the question of the admission of newspaper 
men to hearings of the Adjustment Board had not been dis- 
cussed. He said the Mediation Board had no power under 
the law to interfere in the Adjustment Board’s methods of 
procedure and that that board would have to work out its own 
problems with reference to publicity (see Traffic World July 8, 
. 86). 

" The joint conference, he said, had gone over notes for the 
annual report of the Adjustment Board, which, under the law, 
will be incorporated in the annual report of the Mediation 
Board. 

There were reports that, despite the statement of the 
chairman of the Mediation Board, there had been discussion of 
the admission of newspaper representatives to the Adjustment 
Board hearings. The argument on that question among mem- 
bers of the Adjustment Board had reached a point where some 
definite decision would soon have to be made, it was said. Up 
to the present, according to reports, the labor members of the 
Adjustment Board have taken the position that hearings before 
that body were in the nature of mediation proceedings that 
were hampered by the presence of outsiders. Railroad mem- 
bers of the board, however, it was said, have so far refused to 
join the labor members in adopting a resolution to bar news- 
paper men, taking the position that the public had a right to 
observe the workings of the board, which, they say, is a public 
body. Labor members, it was said, have been reluctant to 
force the issue because they did not want to be in the position 
of being the prime movers in the move against publicity. 

It was apparent after the joint conference that, whether 
or not the subject had been discussed, there had been an agree- 
ment that none of those present would reveal anything that 
went on behind the closed doors except Mr. Beyer, who had 
been delegated to talk to the newspaper men waiting outside. 

Among other things, Mr. Beyer said, the Mediation Board 
had sought the conference in order to make the members of 
the Adjustment Board acquainted with D. L. Lewis, new mem- 
ber of the Mediation Board. C. J. McGowan, who became chair- 
man of the Adjustment Board on July 1, in keeping with the 
board’s plan of annual rotation of the position, presided at the 
conference. 


TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 


Criticism of S.2009, the regulatory bill passed by the 
Senate, was made by Commissioner Eastman, as chairman of 
the Commission’s legislative committee, in a letter to Chair- 
man Lea, of the House committee on interstate and foreign 
commerce, on H.R. 6402, a bill introduced by Representative 
Osmers, of New Jersey, calling for creation of a National Trans- 
portation Authority. 

In effect, Commissioner Eastman said S. 2009 was a bulky 
document which would not be productive of much benefit— 
and might have certain adverse results—to transportation. The 
provisions calling for regulation of water carriers should have 
constructive results within a limited field, said he. 

The Osmers bill proposed that all regulatory duties with 
respect to all forms of transportation should be entrusted to 
the Commission and that a new and separate agency, to be 
known as the National Transportation Authority, should be 
created to act as the “advisor to the President and to the 
Congress upon all transportation and policy matters,” said 
Commissioner Eastman. 


The authority would review certain specific problems, in- 
cluding those relating to consolidations, adequacy of the trans- 
portation plant, military transportation, subsidization of 
transportation, merger of existing agencies of the government 
having to do with transportation, and research, and make 
recommendations thereon to Congress. 


Commissioner Eastman said the bill was in close accord 
with a line of thought which was voiced in the report of Com- 
missioners Splawn, Eastman and Mahaffie to President Roose- 
velt in March, 1938, favoring creation of an agency with a view 
to eliminating waste in transportation. 


S. 2009, passed by the Senate, said the commissioner, was 
“very deficient” from this point of view. 

That bill, he continued, combined the present parts I and 
II of the interstate commerce act; combined them also with 
a comprehensive plan for the regulation of water carriers by 
the Commission and created a temporary board of investigation 
and research for inquiry into the relative fitness of rail, water 
and motor carriers for transportation service and into the so- 
called subsidy question. 


“The first of these things,” said he, “which accounts for the 
great bulk of the bill, is likely to produce very little in the 
way of constructive results and may have certain adverse re- 
sults; the second should have constructive results within a 


The Traffic World 





limited field; the third is a wholly inadequate approach to the 
problem with which H. R. 6402 attempts to deal. 

“Because of the great and continuing increase in new forms 
of transportation and improvement of the older forms, together 
with changed economic conditions, transportation in our coun- 
try is in a state of the utmost confusion and is undergoing a 
process of transformation. There is vital need for leadership 
and constant help from the federal government in this process, 
if waste and misdirected effort are to be avoided and conditions 
achieved which will give the country the most efficient and 
economical, and at the same time stable system of transpor- 
tation. There has long been need for an agency of the federal 
government which is equipped for planning and promotional 
work in transportation, as distinguished from regulatory work, 
but this need is now more acute than ever before. It is also 
clear that planning and promotion should not be mixed with 
regulation. All this is recognized in H. R. 6402, but not in 
the legislation which has passed the Senate. 

“H. R. 6402 also recognizes that there is a very large ele- 
ment of wholly unnecessary waste in railroad transportation 
as it is now conducted, and that the best interests of the rail- 
road industry and of the country demand that this waste be 
eliminated. It proposes that the new planning and promo- 
tional agency, the National Transportation Authority, shall 
direct its efforts primarily at this problem. In contrast, the 
Senate legislation has been scrupulously careful to keep the 
new board away from that problem, and to give the Commis- 
sion no initiative with respect to it. It is left wholly to the 
voluntary action of the railroad managements.” 

Commissioner Eastman said a bill for a federal transpor- 
tation authority somewhat similar to that proposed in the 
Osmers bill, was drafted by the committee of three commis- 
sioners and was embodied in H. R. 2531, introduced by Chair- 
man Lea, with the substitution of an Administrator for the 
Authority. 

A comparison of the provisions of the two proposals was 
made by the commissioner who said that H. R. 6402 seemed 
to the legislative committee to be inadequately drafted in sev- 
eral respects and not to be as comprehensive as the similar 
legislation which the Commission had already favored. 

“The general thought and policy reflected in the bill, how- 
ever, are in our judgment along right lines and would, if em- 
bodied in adequate and appropriate legislation, have very con- 
structive results,” said he. 


TRANSPORTATION COSTS STUDY 


So as to enable the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics to 
make analyses of cost data submitted in rate cases in connec- 
tion with applications for minimum rates, particularly by mo- 
tor carriers, Chairman Eastman, Commissioners Splawn and 
Caskie, Secretary Bartel and Arthur F. White, assistant direc- 
tor of the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics appeared before 
a subcommittee of the House of Representatives appropriations 
committee July 13 to urge the inclusion of an item of $40,000 
for the Commission’s work in a deficiency bill. Chairman East- 
man and Commissioner Splawn explained that under the alloca- 
tion of $275,995 for the work of the Bureau of Statistics that 
body might compile only the routine statistics from the car- 
riers’ reports, without such analysis thereof as should be made 
to develop accurate cost information affecting traffic and rates. 

Without that cost data, it was represented, the Commission 
was handicapped in discharging its regulatory functions. Many 
rate cases, it was said, were now in progress and in order to 
prepare the Commission’s opinions without undue delay it 
would be necessary to employ additional personnel to assemble 
and analyze the statistical data from exhibits connnected with 
the various proceedings. 

The Commission transmitted its request for an additional 
appropriation through the Bureau of the Budget. In support 
of the request of the appropriation the Commission represented 
that because of the acuteness of the present competitive rate 
situation in various fields of transportation, there was an ur- 
gent need for more facts and analyses regarding transportation 
costs if effective coordination of transportation facilities was 
to be had. It was represented that the extra work necessary 
could not be done under the present allocation without detri- 
ment to other work. 





U. P. AT FORT LEAVENWORTH 


The House has passed S. 1307, a bill authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to grant a revocable license to the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad Co. to maintain certain railroad trackage on 
the Fort Leavenworth military reservation. This completed 
congressional action on the measure. The Union Pacific has 
been operating on the reservation without express legal author- 
ization and the War Department asked for legislation authoriz- 
ing grant of a revocable license. 


Vol. LXIV, No. 3 





July 


amo 
the 
the 
fore 


mitt 


regu 
miss 


wor 
stril 
ther 
is di 
men 
ask 


fied 
stat 
and 


com 
rail 
new 
Sen: 
115 


com 
recc 
bill. 


Hou 
witl 
way 
bill 

fave 
Sen 


rail 
por: 
the 

Con 


of ¢ 
win 
Nev 
diar 


the 


Con, 
of t 
is tl 
tatic 
com 


vari 
mer 


bers 
tion 
Com 


visic 
exal 
divi, 
indi 
the 

of i 


of t 


in ¢ 
rail, 
tatir 
basi 
to r 
reas 
rebz 


com 





No. 3 


— 


to the 


forms 
gether 
coun- 
bing a 
ership 
rocess, 
litions 
it and 
nspor- 
ederal 
tional 
work, 
is also 
1 with 
not in 


ze ele- 
rtation 
e rail- 
ste be 
yromo- 
, shall 
st, the 
ep the 
ymmis- 
to the 


inspor- 
in the 
ymmis- 
Chair- 
or the 


ls was 
seemed 
in sev- 
similar 


l, how- 
if em- 
‘y con- 


stics to 
-onnec- 
by mo- 
vn and 
- direc- 
before 
riations 
$40,000 
n East- 
alloca- 
cs that 
he car- 
e made 
d rates. 
mission 

Many 
rder to 
elay it 
ssemble 
ed with 


ditional 
support 
esented 
ve rate 
an ur- 
ortation 
ies was 
cessary 
t detri- 


he Sec- 
‘ion Pa- 
cage on 
mpleted 
ific has 
author- 
uthoriz- 


July 15, 1939 


PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION ACT 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Agreement on a proposed transportation act providing for, 
among other things, regulation of domestic water carriers by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, has been reached by 
the subcommitte of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce to which was assigned the job of preparing 
a bill in the light of the extensive hearings held by the com- 
mittee on proposed legislation. 

The bill differs in a number of respects from S. 2009, the 
regulatory bill passed by the Senate, but both call for Com- 
mission regulation of water carriers. 

Announcing that the subcommittee had completed its 
work, Chairman Lea said the plan of the subcommittee was to 
strike out the provisions of the Senate bill and substitute 
therefor the bill as prepared by the House committee. If that 
is done, it is pointed out, and the House passes the bill recom- 
mended by the House committee, the Senate will then no doubt 
ask for a conference on the two bills. 

“The Senate bill,” said Chairman Lea, “rewrote and codi- 
fied the interstate commerce act, and provided for a combined 
statement of the regulatory law for carriers by rail, highway 
and water. 

“The House bill omits the codification of the interstate 
commerce act. It makes certain amendments to the present 
railroad provisions and motor vehicle provisions, and writes a 
new part providing for regulation of water carriers. The 
Senate bill had 196 pages and the House bill will have about 
115 pages.” 

The House bill omits provisions for creation of a board or 
commission to study the transportation problem and make 
recommendations. Such provisions are contained in the Senate 
bill. 

Regulation of forwarding carriers is provided for in the 
House bill but not in the Senate bill. Relief for railroads 
with respect to cost of altering bridges over navigable water- 
ways is provided for in the House bill not but in the Senate 
bill though that matter is covered in a separate measure 
favorably reported by the Senate commerce committee to the 
Senate. 

The Senate bill contains no amendment liberalizing the 
railroad loan provisions of the Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration act while the House bill does. Both bills repeal 
the provisions of the interstate commerce act requiring the 
Commission to prepare.a plan for consolidation of railroads. 

The subcommittee which prepared the bill was composed 
of Chairman Lea and Representatives Crosser, of Ohio; Bul- 
winkle, of North Carolina; Cole, of Maryland; Wolverton, of 
= Jersey; Holmes, of Massachusetts; and Halleck, of In- 

jana. 


Outline of Bill 


Chairman Lea, in a statement outlining the provisions of 
the the bill and commenting on the proposed legislation, said: 


The bill declares that it is the national transportation policy of 
Congress to provide for the fair and impartial regulation of all modes 
of transportation and to preserve the inherent advantages of each. It 
is the declared purpose to coordinate and preserve a national transpor- 
tation system by water, highway and rail, to meet the needs of the 
commerce of the United States. 


Commission .Regulation 


The act would unify federal regulation and coordination of the 
various types of carriers under the jurisdiction of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission as the regulatory body of interstate transportation. 

The bill leaves the Interstate Commerce Commission eleven mem- 
bers as at present. It contains provisions facilitating the reorganiza- 
tion of the Commission in line with the orders recently made by the 
Commission for that purpose. 

There is authority for the Commission to establish an appeal di- 
vision and also for hearings by individual commissioners or boards of 
examiners. Interested carriers would have the right of rehearing by a 
division if dissatisfied with the decisions in a case conducted by an 
individual commissioner or board of examiners. The new set-up of 
the Commission is designed to expedite its work and reduce the cost 
of its administration to litigants. 


Forwarding Carriers 

Forwarding carriers are brought within the regulatory provisions 
of the Commission. 

These carriers pick up, forward and deliver small package freight 
in carload lots, or by using the facilities of other common carriers by 
tail, motor or water for that purpose. They purchase their transpor- 
tation at wholesale prices and make their profit out of charges on a 
basis of package freight. The business of the forwarders now amounts 
to more than $100,000,000 a year and there is no regulation as to the 
eens of their rates nor power to prevent discriminations and 
rebates. 

Consolidations, Pooling and Control 


The bill proposes the repeal of existing provisions of the interstate 
Commerce act which require the Commission to take the initiative in 
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drawing and proposing consolidation plans. The act would leave the 
carriers of various types free to propose consolidations but permit them 
to be made only with approval of the Commission and upon such con- 
ditions as it may find to be consistent with the public interest. 

The bill retains the present law prohibiting railroads from acquir- 
ing control of their water competitors through the Panama Canal or 
elsewhere. 

The bill would liewise permit the pooling of traffic and earnings 
but subject to approval of the Commission. The bill provides for vol- 
untary and not compulsory consolidations; but any plan of one carrier 
controlling another is unlawful without the approval of the Commission. 
The existing provisions of the motor carrier act permit consolidations 
without consent of the Commission where the aggregate number of 
vehicles involved does not exceed twenty. 


Motor Carriers 


Provision is made by which intrastate motor carriers may secure 
the right to transport interstate shipments within the state, where not 
substantially competitive with interstate carriers, wihout a cerificate 
of public convenience and necessity. Such carriers may, with the ap- 
proval of the state regulatory body, apply to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission for certificate exempting them from the motor carrier act 
so that they may engage in such traffic, on the recomemndation of the 
state regulatory authority. Thereupon they may carry on such op- 
erations until the Commission has determined whether or not to grant 
the application. 

The object of this provision is to facilitate the distribution of in- 
terstate traffic to points where there is no direct interstate motor 
route. 

The bill repeals the declaration of policy in the motor carrier act 
and rewrites the declaration, applying it alike to highway, water and 
rail carriers. 

The existing law as to motor transportation by railroads is clarified. 
The operation of motor vehicles by railroads in terminal areas is sub- 
ject to the same regulation as the rails. Operation of motor vehicles 
by railroads outside of terminal areas is subject to the motor carrier 
act. 

Provision is also made to limit the power of the Commission in 
restricting carriers under grandfather clauses. The bill gives such 
carriers the right to carry the same commodities and serve the same 
points as when the grandfather clause became effective. 


Through Routes and Joint Rates 


The present power of the Commission to establish through routes 
and joint rates is limited to maximum rates where one of the carriers 
is a water line. A water carrier, not under regulation by the Commis- 
sion, has no other standing before the Commission at present. 


The power of the Commission as to joint rates would include the 
right to fix both maximum and minimum rates for common carriers 
by rail and water. The Commission would also have power to fix suit- 
able diffrentials between water and rail transportation. 


Rate Differentials 


The House bill embodies the Ramspeck resolution directing the 
Commission to make an investigation into the rates on manufactured 
products between points in one classification territory and another, 
and to rates within such territories for the purpose of determining if 
such rates are unjust and unreasonable. The resolution authorizes the 
Commission to enter such orders as may be appropriate for the re- 
moval of any unlawfulness found to exist. 


The. present section against discriminations is amended so as to 
include regions and districts among the locations against which dis- 
criminations are prohibited. 

The provisions would authorize an investigation and a correction 
of rate differentials found to be unjust or discriminatory. 


Interchange of Traffic 


The bill makes it the duty of all common carriers to provide rea- 
sonable facilities for the interchange of connecting traffic with other 
carriers. 


Meetings With State Commissions 


Representatives of the state commissions sitting with the Commis- 
sion in joint hearings will receive travel and subsistent expenses in 
attending the meetings. 


Regulation of Water Carriers 


a ny regulatory provisions as to water carriers are in part III of 
e is 

It gives general regulatory authority over interstate water trans- 
portation, including intercoastal and coastwise traffic, as well as 
traffic on the inland waters and on the Great Lakes. 

Certain important exceptions are made, however. It is declared to 
be the policy of Congress to exclude from the provisions as to water 
carriers, transportation by contract carriers where, by reason of the 
inherent nature of the commodity transported, their requirement of 
special equipment, or shipment in bulk, such transportation is not 
actually or substantially competitive with transportation by common 
carriers by rail, motor vehicles or water. This exemption is secured 
through application to, and approval by the Commission. 

Carriers subject to the intercoastal shipping act, 1933, remain sub- 
ject to the regulations as they now exist as established by that act, 
but subject to Interstate Commerce Commission control instead of by 
the Maritime Commission. 

An unqualified exemption is provided for contract carriers by 
water of commodities in bulk in vessels used for the carrying of not 
more than three such commodities at any given time. This exemption 
applies only in case of commodities in bulk which are (in accordance 
with the existing practice of the trade in the handling and transporta- 
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tion of such commodities as 6f June 1, 1939) loaded and carried with- 
out wrappers or containers, and received and delivered by the carrier 
without mark or count. Two or more vessels while navigating as a 
unit are treated as a single vessel for the purpose of this provision. 
The exemption does not apply to transportation subject to the pro- 
visions of the intercoastal shipping act, 1933. 

A further exemption is made of non-ocean going vessels transport- 
ing, as contract carriers, commodities in bulk on the Great Lakes. 

Unless the Commission shall by order otherwise declare, the regu- 
lations of the Commission do not apply within the limits of a single 
harbor or between places in contiguous harbors when such transporta- 
tion is not part of a continuous through movement under a common 
control. Neither does the Commission have jurisdiction covering trans- 
portation by ferry, or small craft of not more than fifty tons or pas- 
senger vessels equipped to carry not more than sixteen passengers. 

The present navigation laws and admiralty jurisdiction and laws 
respecting seamen and maritime regulations remain in effect. 

The proposed law would apply provisions as to rate-making and ac- 
counting, and methods of determining costs of service and value of 
property, to carriers owned or controlled by the United States, which 
would include the Inland Waterways Corporation. 

The bill gives the unqualified exemptions above referred to, on 
the theory that the water carriers, given this privilege, can carry such 
cargo at such low cost that the transportation is not substantially 
competitive with common carriers by water or land transportation. 
The discretion given the Commission to make further exemptions as 
to bulk carriers is to cover those cases where there is no unqualified 
exemption of the bulk carrier, but where the facts show, there is in 
fact, no substantial competition with other common carriers by reason 
of the low cost of transportation of such bulk carriers. 


Schedule of Rates 


Common carriers by water shall post schedules of rates open to 
public inspection. Such rates shall not be changed without thirty days’ 
notice except in accordance with the order and regulations of the 
Commission. The Commission can lessen the notice required, either 
in special circumstances or by general order. 

Contract carriers are required to file and keep open for public 
inspection schedules of minimum rates. Agreements of contract car- 
riers for transportation shall be filed with the Commission and infor- 
mation concerning the same not made public except as the Commission 
may order. The Commission is given power to prescribe schedules of 
minimum rates for contract carriers. 


Procedure Before Commission 


The procedure on hearings before the Commission conforms with 
the general practice now prevailing as to other carriers. 


Certificates of Convenience and Necessity 


Common carriers by water, except for temporary operation, op- 
erate under certificates of convenience and necessity. A grandfather 
clause provides for such certificates for carriers in bona fide opera- 
tion on the first of June, 1939. 

Contract carriers by water are to be given permits authorizing 
their operation. Bona fide carriers on June 1, 1939, are given the 
benefit of the grandfather clause. The scope of the business of carriers 
is specified in certificates and in permits. 


Dual Operations 


Operators may be authorized to engage in both common carrier 
and contract operations where such dual operations are found by the 
Commission to be consistent with the public interest. 

Certificates and permits are transferable under such regulations as 
the Commission may prescribe. 


Accounts and Reports 


The Commission is given the usual power authorizing it to require 
reports of water carriers subject to its jurisdiction and may prescribe 
forms of accounting. 


Transfer of Employes and Records 


Employes of the Maritime Commission whose retention by that 
Commission is not needed, may by order of the President be trans- 
ferred to the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Records and tariff schedules filed with the Maritime Commission, 
where appropriate, may be transferred to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Orders, rules and tariffs authorized by the Maritime 
Commission shall continue in effect as if authorized by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

Bridges 

It is provided that bridges over navigable waters for carrying rail- 
road traffic may, by the order of the Secretary of War, be required to 
be rebuilt so as not to obstruct navigation. A procedure is authorized 
by which the Secretary of War determines the value of the benefits ac- 
cruing to the owner of the bridge by the reconstruction. The total 
cost is then apportioned so that the bridge owner pays to the extent 
of the benefits accruing to him and the government would pay the 
balance of the cost. This is a change from the present practice under 
which the bridge owner is required to pay the total cost, regardless 
of whether or not any benefits accrue to him by reason of the new 
construction. 

Reconstruction Finance Corporation 


The bill embodies recommendations of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation under which the corporation, with the approval of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, can aid in the financing, reorganiza- 
tion, consolidation, maintenance or construction of a railroad. Such 
aid may be made to roads involved in receivership or reorganization. 
When the Reconstruction Finance Corporation finds that funds are 
not available through private channels for such financing, it may make 
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loans to raliroads, receivers or trustees for such purposes. No loan, 
purchase or guaranty of obligations is to be made unless the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
find that the prospective earning power of the railroad, together with 
the security offered, furnish, in their opinion, reasonable protection to 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation. 
Comment 
This bill does not attempt to provide any magical remedy for our 
transportation problems. 
Transportation is of fundamental and vital importance to the 


country, especially so, due to the wide distribution of our productive 
areas and population. 

The American people are now paying about seven billion dollars 
a year for common carrier service, by water, highways and rails. It is 
a necessary and essential service. Our carriers are in unwarranted dis- 
tress. Under the present economic situation, we have a surplus of 
transportation facilities. Even though some such facilities must be 
discarded, there is no reason why, under a proper comprehensive plan 
of regulation, our transportation system, though it must and should 
share the depression with the rest of the country, cannot have a future 
of better stabilized and sound economic conditions. 

This country is necessarily and definitely dependent upon trans- 
portation regulation to protect the carriers, shippers and the public 
alike. 


So far, our regulation has not met the competitive situation that 
has developed during the last twenty years. Effective regulation is not 
possible without bringing the strong competitors, water, highways and 
rails, all under unified and coordinated regulatory control. The in- 
equalities of our present rate structure, working injustices as between 
territories and shippers, and as between carriers, is largely due to the 
ineffective regulation that now prevails. These inequalities are mainly 
products of our partial regulation. 

It is entirely possible by unified regulatory control of these trans- 
portation agencies, the just treatment of each of them, the coordina- 
tion of rates, and the full utilization of the economic advantages of 
each class of carriers, assigning to each class the type of transportation 
for which it is best qualified, the industry can be stabilized and given 
the country a more assured and better service than it now enjoys. 

This legislation is, at least, a decided step toward better regulation 
on which, to a large degree, the success of our transportation system 
is dependent. 

The passage of this bill and its effective administration will, un- 
doubtedly, make a very substantial contribution to the welfare of our 
transportation system. Its greatest benefits will not be immediate but 
dependent upon the more comprehensive and just regulation that it 
makes possible. 


The text of the subcommittee’s bill was made public July 
11 and the whole House committee was to consider the meas- 
ure later in the week. The expectation was that the bill as 
approved by the whole committee probably would not be re- 
ported to the House until the week beginning July 17. Repre- 
sentative Rayburn, Democratic leader, said the bill might be 
taken up July 20 in the House. 

The bill would eliminate the land-grant deductions on 
property or persons carried by the railroads for the govern- 
ment. It also would eliminate competitive bidding on services 
of highway carriers for the government. Provision is made for 
payment of government freight bills before audit as is now 
the practice and which results in substantial delay in payment. 

Provisions similar to those in the Senate bill permitting 
free transportation for officers and counsel of railroad labor 
organizations representing employes under the railway labor 
act are contained in the bill. 

No change in the rate-making provisions of the present 
law are made by the bill, though this subject is covered by 
the Senate bill. 


The bill repeals paragraph 2 of section 4 of the interstate 
commerce act. This is the paragraph which forbids the rais- 
ing of rates reduced to meet water competition unless the Com- 
mission finds that the increases rest on changed conditions 
other than the elimination of water competition. 


The time for actions by carriers and for recovery of over- 
charges is reduced from three to two years by the bill. 


The bill repeals section 213 of the motor carrier act which 
give the Commision jurisdiction over consolidations, mergers 
and acquisitions of control of motor carriers, but the control 
indicated is restated in another part of the bill. 


Provisions in the Senate bill authorizing the Commission 
to prescribe through routes without regard to short hauling 
carriers were not included in the House bill. ; 

The bill directs the Commission to expedite investigation 
of the need for federal regulation of the sizes and weight of 
motor vehicles, authorized by section 225 of the motor carrier 
act. 

The bill repeals section 3(e) of the Inland Waterways 
Corporation act relating to rates and routes of the government 
barge line and other carriers but provisions similar to those 
proposed to be repealed are included in the water carrier pro- 
visions of the bill. 

All the provisions in the House bill, assuming it will be 
passed by the House, and in the Senate bill, will be before the 
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House and Senate conferees on the measures. 
the final act will be the work of the conferees. : 

The general expectation is that a bill along the line of 
the subcommittee bill will be passed by the House—unless the 
waterway group is strong enough to block I. C. C. regulation 
of water carriers—and that there will be final legislation en- 
acted at this session unless Congress adjourns sine die before 
that can be accomplished. In the event the House passed the 
pill and the House and Senate bills were sent to conference, 
itis pointed out that the conference report could be submitted 
at the next session of Congress and disposed of. That course 
may be followed, it is suggested, if Congress adjourns shortly. 


No Legislation at This Session 


Senator Wheeler conferred with President Roosevelt July 
{1 on the transportation legislative situation. He said he urged 
the President to use his influence to obtain action in the 
House on the House committee bill so that there would be 
smething to work on in conference between the two houses 
and a final bill written. He said he told the President transpor- 
tation legislation probably could not be enacted before adjourn- 
ment of this session of Congress but that, if the House passed a 
bill, the conferees of the Senate and House could work on a con- 
ference report to be submitted at the next session. There were a 
number of provisions in the House bill that he did not like, said 
he, but the subject was a complicated one and would require a 
great deal of study on the part of the conferees. 

The provisions of the House bill amending the Reconstruc- 
tion Finance Corporation act contain authority for the RFC 
to sell collateral held by it for loans made to railroads. Similar 
provisions were objected to by railroads in reorganization when 
the so-called “relief* railroad bill was under consideration at 
the last session of Congress. 

A condition is attached to the so-called repeal of the land- 
grant rates. It follows, in part: 


It is expected 


If any carrier by railroad furnishing such transportation (to the 
government), or any predecessor in interest, shall have received a 
gant of lands from the United States to aid in the construction of 
any part of the railroad operated by it, the provisions of law with 
respect to compensation for such transportation shall continue to apply 
t0 such transportation as though subsection (a) of this section had 
not been enacted until such carrier shall file with the Secretary of the 
Interior . . . a release of any claim it may have against the United 
States to lands, interests in lands, compensation, or reimbursement 
on account of lands or interests in lands which have been granted, 
daimed to have been granted, or which it is claimed should have been 
granted to such carrier or any such predecessor in interest under any 
grant to such carrier or such predecessor in interest as aforesaid. 


Under the foregoing provision, it is pointed out, carriers 
would have to relinquish claims against the United States, as 
indicated, before obtaining the right to collect the regular com- 
mercial rates on government shipments. 

Lands patented or certified to carriers would not have to 
be returned to the United States. 

The House committee on interstate and foreign commerce 
considered the first thirty pages of the transportation bill 
recommended by its subcommittee at an executive session July 
13. It was stated that amendments would be taken up later. 

Senator Reed, of Kansas, said July 13 he did not see how 
fnal legislation on the subject could be enacted at this session, 
particularly if Congress adjourned in the near future. He said 
it appeared the matter would have to be worked out in con- 
ference between the two houses and final action taken at the 
text session, assuming that the House would pass a bill at this 
session. 

Representative Culkin, of New York, had published in the 
appendix of the Congressional Record of July 12 a letter from 
Raymond G. Carroll, a newspaperman, opposing provisions in 
the Lea and Wheeler bill regulating water carriers. 


REFRIGERATOR CAR SERVICE 


Senator Shipstead, of Minnesota, has introduced S. 2753, 
a bill to amend the interstate commerce act to give certain 
shippers the right to supply themselves with refrigerator cars. 

The bill was introduced, it was explained at the senator’s 
office, to counteract the action taken by the Association of 
Amercan Railroads to put an end to private refrigerator car 
companies taking perishable traffic, not including packing house 
Products, from lines on which there are available railroad 
gh A a refrigerator cars (see Traffic World, May 

» Pp. 

Cooperatives in Minnesota handling dairy products, it was 
stated, desired the present practices with respect to use of 
tefrigerator cars continued in effect. The railroads’ order 
will become effective September 1. 

The Shipstead bill would amend subsection (11) of sec- 
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ttion 1 by adding at the end thereof the following new sen- 
tence: 


Shippers in interstate commerce of fresh meats, packing-house 
products, or dairy products (including butter, eggs, cheese, and 
dressed poultry), shall have the right to supply themselves with such 
safe and adequate refrigerator cars as they deem efficient and proper 
for the transportation of such products; and it shall be unlawful for 
any common carrier to refuse to accept such cars for transportation 
in interstate commerce of such fresh meats, packing-house products, 
or dairy products (including butter, eggs, cheese, and dressed poultry). 


Railroad officials pointed out in connection with the Ship- 
stead bill that the Commission in its decision in I. and S. No. 
3887, use of privately owned refrigerator cars, July 2, 1934, 
201 I. C. C. 323, held that if the carriers “have suitable cars 
and will furnish them on demand they may refuse to trans- 
port shipments in private cars.” In that decision the Commis- 
sion said: 


It is well-settled law that it is the duty of common carriers by 
railroad to furnish such cars as may be reasonably necessary for the 
transportation of all the commodities they hold themselves out to 
carry. That duty, imposed by statute, necessarily implies that the car- 
riers have the exclusive right to furnish such equipment. It is optional 
with them, whether they exercise that right by furnishing cars owned 
by them, cars owned by other carriers, or cars leased from independent 
contractors. Under modern conditions, refrigerator cars have become 
regular equipment. 

A private-car owner, whether he be a shipper or not, has no right 
to have his cars used as a vehicle for the transportation of freight over 
the rails of any carrier without its consent. If the carriers have suita- 
ble cars and will furnish them on demand they may refuse to transport 
shipments in private cars. They are privileged to do so at any time 
they have, or will secure and furnish, suitable equipment to carry the 
commodities they hold themselves out to transport. Armour & Co. vs. 
El Paso & S. W. Co., 52 I. C. C. 240, 246. 

In Atchison, T. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. United States, 232 U. S. 199, 
214, 215, the court said: 

‘‘Whatever transportation service or facility the law requires the 
carrier to supply, they have the right to furnish. They can therefore 
use their own cars and cannot be compelled to accept those tendered 
by the shipper on condition that a lower freight rate be charged.”’ 


A hearing on the Shipstead refrigerator car bill will be 
held next Thursday before the Senate interstate commerce 
committee. 


PAYMENT OF FREIGHT CHARGES 


George R. Allen, assistant general counsel of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad, in further hearing July 10 on H. R. 5726 
before a subcommittee of the House committee on interstate 
and foreign commerce (see Traffic World, July 1, p. 44), pro- 
posed amendments to the measure but did not oppose it. Rep- 
resentative Martin, presiding, declared the hearings closed 
after Mr. Allen had been heard. 

The bill would add a new paragraph to section 3 of the 
interstate commerce act providing that the shipper shall not be 
liable for freight charges in certain cases. 

“This bill we do not oppose,” said Mr. Allen. “But in order 
to make the bill more complete and to safeguard the interests 
of the carriers, and which are not now covered in the bill, there 
are two points as to which we think the bill should be amended. 
They are these: 


(1) The party to whom delivery is made should we think in any 
event be liable for the charges which are billed against him at the 
time of delivery. A provision of this kind is in the present paragraph 
numbered (2), section 3, of the interstate commerce act, and in these 
words: 

*“* |. . Where carriers by railroad are instructed by a shipper or 
consignor to deliver property transported by such carriers to a con- 
signee other than the shipper or consignor, such consignee shall not 
be legally liable for transportation charges in respect of the trans- 
portation of such property (beyond those billed against him at the 
time of delivery for which he is otherwise liable) which may be found 
to be due after the property has been delivered to him, .. .’’ 

And we think the party who accepts delivery should be liable for 
any after or additional charges, unless he denies to the carrier bene- 
ficial ownership prior to the taking of delivery and that denial is true. 

(2) In the event a controversy should arise as to who the bene- 
ficial owner actually is, either because of statements of the consignor 
or of the party who has taken delivery of the property, or both, and 
the carrier after suit against one or the other is defeated, then the 
carrier ought to have a reasonable period of time in which to insti- 
tute suit against the real owner but who would not appear as such 
except as the result of such litigation. This is provided for likewise 


in paragraph (2), of section 3, of the interstate commerce act in these 
words: 


. . . An action for the enforcement of such liability may be 
begun within the period provided in paragraph (3) of section 16 or 
before the expiration of six months after final judgment against 
the carrier in an action against the beneficial owner named by the 
consignee begun within the period provided in paragraph (3) of 
section 16.’’ 


“So we think the bill should be amended to include these 
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two grounds, and we suggest these changes will not be objec- 
tionable to the proponents of the bill because—and we say it 
with confidence—these changes are both essential and just, 
and are but additions to what are already provided in the bill, 
and they do not in any way affect the release of the consignor 
as is now contemplated in the terms of the bill.” 


FREIGHT FORWARDING INQUIRY 


Hearings in the freight forwarding investigation the Senate 
interstate commerce committee will conduct under the resolu- 
tion approved by the Senate may be held in the fall, according 
to Senator Reed, of Kansas, who with Senator Wheeler, chair- 
man of the committee, proposed that an investigation be made. 


DAMAGE TO SHIPMENTS 


Representative Cannon, of Florida, has introduced H. R. 
7170, a bill to require common carriers to inspect property ac- 
cepted by them for shipment. The bill provides that in any 
suit or proceeding against any common carrier subject to the 
provisions of the interstate commerce act or the motor carrier 
act for damage to property alleged to have been incurred in 
transit, such property shall be presumed to have been delivered 
to such carrier in good condition if: 


(1) The damage is of such a nature that it could have been dis- 
covered by such carrier in the exercise of reasonable diligence at the 
time such property was accepted by it for shipment; and 

(2) Such damage is not specifically noted on the bill of lading or 
receipt given by such carrier for such property. 





POSTALIZATION OF RATES 


A preliminary investigation of the Hastings postalization 
plan as applied to passenger fares only is provided for in S. J. 
Res. 58 as amended by the subcommittee of the Senate inter- 
state commerce committee to which the resolution was re- 
ferred. The subcommittee reported to the whole committee. 

As amended the resolution asks, but does not direct, the 
Commission to make a preliminary investigation and report to 
the Senate to the end that it may be determined whether a 
complete investigation shall be made. The subcommittee also 
eliminated the authorization for an appropriation of $25,000 
(see Traffic World, June 24, p. 1407). 


RAIL ADJUSTMENT BILL 


A conference between the House and Senate on H. R. 5407, 
the bill enabling the Baltimore & Ohio and the Lehigh Valley 
railroads to put into effect their plans for deferring payments 
of interest and principal to their security holders, was requested 
by Representative Chandler in the House July 10. Conferees 
for the House were named as follows: Representatives Chand- 
ler, McLaughlin and Michener. 

Representative Chandler had been endeavoring to obtain a 
compromise agreement on the bill which would have permitted 
other railroad companies than the two named to come under 
it, but he said July 11 an agreement had not been reached. 

On motion of Senator Wheeler, Senate conferees on the 
bill were appointed as follows: Senators Wheeler, Truman, 
Bone, Austin and Tobey. 





SEEING-EYE DOGS AND GUIDES 


Representative Merritt, of New York, has introduced H. 
R. 7134, a bill to amend the interstate commerce act to pro- 
vide free transportation for “the accompanying guide or see- 
ing-eye dog or other guide dog especially trained and educated 
for that purpose, traveling with a blind person” who has paid 
one fare. 





CONTROL OF R. R. EXPENDITURES 

The hearing on S. 2610, giving the Commission regulatory 
control over railroad expenditures for non-operating purposes 
and other powers to enable it to prevent wasteful use of rail- 
road funds or credit, will be resumed July 24 before the 
Truman subcommittee of the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee, instead of July 10 as previously announced (see Traffic 
World, July 1, p. 43). 


RAIL REORGANIZATION BILL 


Hearings before the Chandler subcommittee of the House 
judiciary committee on S. 1869, the bill passed by the Senate 
creating a railroad reorganization court and prescribing stand- 
ards intended to bring about drastic reductions in capitalization 
of railroads were concluded this week. Max Lowenthal, spe- 
cial counsel to the Senate interstate commerce committee, sub- 
mitted rebuttal testimony, having originally appeared in sup- 
port of the bill. 

C. E. R. Sherrington, of London, England, secretary of 
the Railway Research Service maintained by the British rail- 
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roads, was scheduled to be heard by the committee July 15 on 
transportation conditions in England and the consolidation of 
railroads effected there. 





RAIL PENSION BILL 


Representative Johnson, of Indiana, has introduced H. R. 
7137, a bill to amend the railroad retirement act to provide 
option-retirement annuities for totally and permanently dis. 
abled railroad employes who have completed twenty years of 
service, and to provide for a minimum annuity payment of 
$50 a month. 





RAIL PENSION DATA 


Benefits payments under the railroad retirement act jp 
June amounted to $9,090,792, bringing the total benefit pay- 
ments for the fiscal year 1938-1939 to $106,844,772, according 
to the Railroad Retirement Board. Total payments from be. 
erg of operations to the end of June amounted to $194. 
440,151. 

In June the Bureau of Internal Revenue collected $21, 
074,589.67 from carriers and their employes under the carriers’ 
taxing act. This brought total collections in the fiscal year 
1938-1939 to $109,256,539.77. 

The board said more applications for pensions a day were 
received in June than in any of the preceding five months, 
The average a day was 78.1 in June, 64 in May, 67.1 in April, 
76.9 in March, 73.5 in February and 73.4 in January. 

The board has ruled that Fred Harvey Service, Inc., the 
Merchants Despatch Transportation Co., and the Brotherhood 
of Sleeping Car Porters are “employers” within the meaning 
of the retirement act. It has decided that the Pullman Porters’ 
Benefit Association of America is not an “employer.” 

The board has established a district board in each of its 
administrative regions for the purpose of hearing appeals of 
—— to whom unemployment insurance benefits have been 

enied. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loading the week ended July 1 totaled 
665,528 cars (see Traffic World, July 8), according to the As- 
sociation of American Railroads. 

All districts, except the Southwestern, reported increases 
compared with the corresponding week in 1938. All districts 


— decreases compared with the corresponding week in 
1937. 





1939 1938 1937 

4 weeks in January ............... 2,302,464 2,256,717 2,714,449 
4 weeks in February ............... 2,297,388 2,155,536 2,763,457 
2 ... eer 2,390,412 2,222,939 2,986,166 
yO eee 2,832,248 2,649,960 3,712,906 
A I nc is ¥'055 500090 0%0000 2,371,893 2,185,822 3,098,632 
RRP BR DUR 6 vic ewcccccevossvecs 2,483,189 2,170,778 2,962,219 
NE Dc c'voxin vee sev x05 665,528 588,880 802,346 

RE Be etn idle a ulnea bie ip ickca te 15,343,122 14,230,632 19,040,175 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended July 1 
= for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
ollows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,895 and 6,512; live 
stock, 1,021 and 962; coal, 22,588 and 22,806; coke, 1,558 and 1,337; for- 
est products, 1,278 and 1,768; ore, 3,537 and 2,240; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 39,730 and 37,611; miscellaneous, 59,992 and 49,163; total, 1939, 
136,599; 1938, 122,399; 1937, 163,068. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,507 and 3,155; live 
stock, 787 and 821; coal, 26,753 and 22,706; coke, 2,171 and 1,300; forest 
products, 1,033 and 786; ore, 7,851 and 4,086; merchandise, L. C. L., 
26,883 and 24,636; miscellaneous, 56,074 and 46,035; total, 1939, 125,059; 
1938, 103,525; 1937, 162,182. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 248 and 233; live 
stock, 136 and 134; coal, 35,995 and 26,710; coke, 405 and 321; forest 
products, 510 and 352; ore, 345 and 106; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,4% 
and 5,158; miscellaneous, 6,210 and 5,480; total, 1939, 49,345; 1938, 
38,494; 1937, 49,681. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,404 and 2,734; live 
stock, 1,061 and 1,079; coal, 14,088 and 11,309; coke, 326 and 254; for- 
est products, 9,626 and 8,076; ore, 895 and 491; merchandise, L. C. L. 
26,790 and 25,917; miscellaneous, 37,646 and 36,274; total, 1939, 92,836; 
1938, 86,134; 1937, 101,088. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,648 and _ 7,073; 
live stock, 2,620 and 2,373; coal, 3,671 and 3,655; coke, 1,272 and 632; 
forest products, 9,413 and 7,533; ore, 26,962 and 15,322; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 19,136 and 18,890; miscellaneous, 32,266 and 28,199; total, 
1939, 102,988; 1938, 83,677; 1937, 136,959. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 23,030 and 
22,603; live stock, 3,417 and 3,030; coal, 4,016 and 4,643; coke, 279 and 
187; forest products, 7,532 and 6,006; ore, 4,140 and 2,214; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 24,563 and 24,026; miscellaneous, 44,086 and 42,773; total, 
1939, 111,063; 1938, 105,482; 1937; 129,691. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,752 and 8,643; 
live stock, 1,373 and 1,283; coal, 1,523 and 1,679; coke, 93 and 79; for 


i 
= 
— 
< 
—s 


| 


est pr‘ 
10,863 
1938, ¢ 


559,10 
roads. 
above 
cars ¢ 
crease 
due t 

A 


repor' 


respo! 


4 wee! 
4 wee 
4 wee 
5 wee! 
4 wee! 
4 wee 
Week 
Week 


T 


F 
and 1 
follov 


E 
stock, 
produ 
31,974 
1938, 

A 
stock, 
est pl 
22,006 
1938, 

P 
stock, 
produ 
and : 
33,121 

S 
stock, 
produ 
23,117 
1938, 


N 
live 
forest 
Lx 
81,882 


Total 


Prece 
Per « 
Per | 
Per 
Per « 


Cum 


Per « 
Per | 
Per 
Per 


Tota 


Prec 
Per 
Per 
Per 
Per | 


Cum 


Per 
Per 
Per 
Per 





, No.3 


ee 


4 AS on 
ition of 


1 H.R. 
provide 
tly dis. 
ears of 
nent of 


act in 
fit pay- 
cording 
rom be- 
Oo $194, 


2d $21, 
carriers’ 
val year 


ay were 
months, 
n April, 


[Inc., the 
herhood 
meaning 
Porters’ 


h of its 
peals of 
ive been 


‘ 
r 


totaled 
the As- 


ncreases 
districts 
week in 


1937 
2,714,449 
2,763,457 
2,986,166 
3,712,906 
3,098,632 
2,962,219 

802,346 


19,040,175 


d July 1 
orted as 


3,512; live 
1,337; for- 
lise, L. C. 
tal, 1939, 


3,155; live 
300; forest 
L. C. tm 
9, 125,059; 


- 233; live 
321; forest 
, L., 5,4% 
345; 1938, 


2,734; live 
1 254; for- 
i. Cle 
39, 92,836; 


and 7,073; 
> and 632; 
rchandise, 
199; total, 


23,030 and 
e, 279 and 
srchandise, 
773; total, 


and 8,643; 
1d 79; for 


July 15, 1939 


est products, 3,596 and 3,274; ore, 372 and 164; merchandise, L. C. L., 
10,863 and 10,703; miscellaneous, 22,066 and 23,344; total, 1939, 47,638; 
1938, 49,169; 1937, 59,677. 

Loading of revenue freight the week ended July 8 totaled 
559,109 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was an increase of 58,128 cars or 11.6 per cent 
above the corresponding week in 1938, a decrease of 119,849 
cars or 17.7 per cent below the same week in 1937, and a de- 
crease of 106,419 cars or 16.0 per cent below the preceding week 
due to the July 4 holiday. 

All districts, except the Central Western and Southwestern 
reported increases compared with the corresponding week in 
1938. All districts reported decreases compared with the cor- 
responding week in 1937. 


1939 1938 1937 

Meeeks Wn GOMURTY 2.0... ccc cesvices 2,302,464 2,256,717 2,714,449 
peeks: im WORruary .... 2.00.00 2,297,388 2,155,536 2,763,457 
SEES Be MUON no ince veseesesecs 2,390,412 2,222,939 2,986,166 
CME 644605408 4000060088 2,832,248 2,649,960 3,712,906 
I EIN a's app vu lenareedo dicts’ 2,371,893 2,185,822 3,098,632 
i NE, So5 os cnc a nee dieuwars 2,483,189 2,170,778 2,962,219 
ee GUE UNE Dock ccc cicncoocce 665,528 588,880 802,346 
es Se ear 559,109 500,981 678,958 

Ys Pal his oe oie cima e ea eiahane 15,902,231 14,731,613 19,719,133 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended July 8, 
and for the corresponding period last year, was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,760 and 6,574; live 
stock, 984 and 973; coal, 16,839 and 13,215; coke, 1,540 and 1,210; forest 
products, 976 and 1,145; ore, 4,187 and 1,360; merchandise, L. C. L., 
31,974 and 30,679; miscellaneous, 47,051 and 40,302; total, 1939, 110,311; 
1938, 95,458; 1937, 133,178. 


Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,873 and 4,104; live 
stock, 651 and 760; coal, 21,962 and 17,152; coke, 2,314 and 1,357; for- 
est products, 720 and 655; ore, 6,457 and 4,279; merchandise, L. C. L., 
22.006 and 20,373; miscellaneous, 46,725 and 38,199; total, 1939, 104,708; 
1938, 86,879; 1937, 134,958. 


Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 315 and 413; live 
stock, 153 and 144; coal, 31,241 and 22,439; coke, 379 and 293; forest 
products, 373 and 329; ore, 258 and 282; merchandise, L. C. L., 4,713 
and 4,490; miscellaneous, 4,905 and 4,731; total, 1939, 42,337; 1938, 
33,121; 1937, 43,386. 


Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,696 and 3,342; live 
stock, 992 and 1,192; coal, 12,161 and 9,653; coke, 251 and 249; forest 
products, 7,881 and 7,467; ore, 776 and 389; merchandise, L. C. L., 
93,117 and 22,091; miscellaneous, 33,054 and 31,340; total, 1939, 80,928; 
1938, 75,723; 1937, 88,457. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 6,003 and 5,639; 
live stock, 2,297 and 2,227; coal, 2,704 and 2,513; coke, 894 and 534; 
forest products, 4,953 and 4,488; ore, 21,761 and 12,204; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 15,855 and 15,652; miscellaneous, 27,415 and 24,216; total, 1939, 
81,882; 1938, 67,473; 1937, 117,283. 


Revenue Freight 
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Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 25,262 and 
26,948; live stock, 3,280 and 3,181; coal, 3,516 and 4,067; coke, 143 and 
L. C. L., 20,754 and 20,599; miscellaneous, 37,053 and 36,949; total, 1939, 
129; forest products, 4,257 and 4,081; ore, 2,766 and 1,557; merchandise, 
97,031; 1938, 97,511; 1937, 119,393. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 8,547 and 9,300; 
live stock, 1,065 and 1,419; coal, 1,212 and 1,506; coke, 76 and 61; forest 
products, 2,870 and 2,756; ore, 218 and 202; merchandise, L. C. L., 9,243 
and 9,347; miscellaneous, 18,681 and 20,225; total, 1939, 41,912; 1938, 
44,816; 1937, 51,303. 


CHICAGO TRAFFIC COUNCIL 


At a special meeting of the traffic council of the Chicago 
Association of Commerce, held at the Palmer House July 12, 
the council voted approval of the proposed revision of Rule 10, 
the mixed carload rule of the classification, and decided to take 
part in the hearing on the rule before the Consolidated Classifi- 
cation Committee at Chicago July 25 (see Traffic World 
July 8, p. 88). 


The council also decided to appear at hearings in I. and S. 
4648, in which the Commission has suspended a proposed trans- 
continental rate of $2.75 on all-freight, 30,000 pounds mini- 
mum, to testify in favor of the item. Finally, the council 
drafted a telegram to the Commission requesting the suspension 
of item 792 in the transcontinental tariffs filed in attempted 
compliance with the Commission’s order in the freight for- 
warders investigation. The item, if permitted to become effec- 
tive July 17, would make it mandatory to load the full mini- 
mum weight under any commodity rate in one car where two 
40-foot cars were furnished in lieu of one 50-foot car ordered. 
It was pointed out at the meeting that the Commission had 
suspended item 812, in I. and S. 4668, which would have had 
the effect of modifying item 792 so as to substitute lading to 
full visible capacity for the loading of the full minimum in one 
of the two-for-one cars. As the matter stood, it was pointed 
out, shippers would be severely penalized. The council there- 
fore voted to ask for suspension of the other half of what, in 
effect, was the same item. 


TEXAS INDUSTRIAL TRAFFIC LEAGUE 


Ed P. Byars, traffic department, Fort Worth Chamber of 
Commerce, was elected president of the Texas Industrial Traffic 
League at the annual meeting at Galveston, July 5. He suc- 
ceeds F. G. Robinson, Galveston Chamber of Commerce. Oth- 
ers elected to serve with Mr. Byars include: First vice-presi- 
dent, H. B. Cummings, Houston Port Bureau; second vice- 
president, Dudley B. Foy, Wichita Falls Chamber of Commerce; 
third vice-president, J. P. Gudger, Gulf Petroleum Company, 
Houston; secretary-treasurer, F. A. Leffingwell, Dallas; assist- 
ant secretary, Alice Waldrop, Dallas. 


Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, July 1 


Grain and Live Forest Mdse. 
grain prod. stock Coal Coke products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
1939 51,484 10,415 108,634 6,104 32,988 44,102 153,461 258,340 665,528 
Sn DNR cn s.s Se pean eke 1938 50,953 9,682 93,508 4,110 27,795 24,623 146,941 231,268 588,880 
1937 51,415 11,413 117,708 10,451 41,515 78,816 169,362 321,666 802,346 
Preceding week June 24.......... 1939 46,992 10,272 100,949 5,864 30,552 41,417 151,850 255,091 642,987 
Per cent increase over .........++- 1938 1.0 7.6 16.2 48.5 18.7 79.1 4.4 a Oy 13.0 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 Ee 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 8.7 (A 41.6 20.5 44.0 9.4 19.7 27.23 
1939 867,330 297,297 2,671,844 165,273 718,501 488,676 3,879,980 6,254,221 15,343,122 
Cumulative 26 weeks to July 1.. 4 1938 885,187 309,266 2,500,234 125,844 674, 759 301,352 3,821,030 5,612,960 14,230,632 
1937 772,924 319,727 3,551,942 285,114 953,766 983,181 4,326,881 7,846,640 19,040,175 
Per cent increase Over .........+.- 1938 6.9 31.3 6.5 62.2 15 11.4 7.8 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 2.0 3.9 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 12.2 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 7.0 24.8 42.0 24.7 50.3 10.3 20.3 19.4 
Per cent to 15 year average, 82.3. 
Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, July 8 
Grain and Live Forest Mdse. 
grain prod. stock Coal Coke products Ore L.C. L. Miscellaneous Total 
1939 53,456 9,422 89,635 5,597 22,030 36,423 127,662 214,884 559,109 
Titel all TORRES .....cccccceccce 1938 56,320 9,896 70,545 3,833 20,921 20,273 123,231 195,962 500,981 
| 1937 46,911 10,094 97,368 9,805 32,722 74,566 140,563 266,929 678,958 
Preceding week July 1........... 1939 51,484 10,415 108,634 6,104 32,988 44,102 153,461 258,340 665,528 
Per cent increase over............ 1938 27.1 46.0 5.3 79.7 3.6 9.7 11.6 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1938 5.1 4.8 
Per cent increase over........... 1937 14.0 
Per cent decrease under........... 1937 6.7 7.9 42.9 32.7 51.2 9.2 19.5 BY Ay 
1939 920,786 306,719 2,761,479 170,870 740,531 525,099 4,007,642 6,469,105 15,902,231 
Cumulative 27 weeks to July 8.. 1938 941,507 319,162 2,570,779 129,677 695,680 321,625 3,944,261 5,808,922 14,731,613 
1937 819,835 329,821 3,649,310 294,919 986,488 1,057,747 4,467,444 8,113,569 19,719,133 
Per cent increase over............ 1938 7.4 31.8 6.4 63.3 1.6 11.4 7.9 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1938 33 3.9 
Per cent increase over........... 1937 12.3 
Per cent decrease under........... 1937 7.0 24.3 42.1 24.9 50.4 10.3 20.3 19.4 


Per cent to 15 year average, 79.6. 
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INTERCOASTAL RATE PRACTICES 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


E. J. Karr, traffic manager, Calmar Line, testifying at the 
hearing in Maritime Commission Docket 514, before Exam- 
iner R. M. Furniss at Hotel St. George, Brooklyn, July 7, 
criticized the practice of A Lines in absorbing the cost of west- 
bound shipments beyond their last port of call on the Pacific 
Coast. He said the practice was unfair because it enabled 
those lines to obtain traffic destined to smaller ports north of 
San Francisco without themselves giving direct service to those 
ports. Slower ships on other lines must perform that service, 
he added. 

The examiner ruled out questions, put to Mr. Karr on 
cross-examination by David Scoll, counsel for the commission, 
the intent of which were to discover whether or not there was 
reciprocity between the Calmar Line and shippers in the mat- 
ter of purchase of supplies and placing of traffic. 

Testimony by representatives of manufacturing concerns 
and shippers who use the intercoastal route was to the effect 
that any change in the present rate system would result in 
higher costs of transportation and would react unfavorably to 
the steamship companies. 

W. J. Noll, traffic manager, the Lambert Pharmacal Com- 
pany, Jersey City, N. J., said that since 1934, drugs had been 
shipped to warehouses on the west coast via the Shepard Line. 
Prior to that time various modes of transportation had been 
used, including all-rail and all-water routes to St. Louis. The 
Shepard Line, an independent line outside the conference, had 
been using a lower rate schedule. 

“We use the Shepard Line despite the longer time in tran- 
sit and less frequent service,” the witness said, “and will con- 
tinue to use it so long as the present rates give us a fair 
yield and allow us to meet competition by shipping from the 
Atlantic seaboard. We do not believe that he should pay higher 
rates to satisfy the interests of Class A and Class B lines.” 

If higher rates go into effect, he said, it would probably 
be necessary to curtail production at Jersey City and move 
tonnage out of St. Louis. 

Similar testimony was presented by L. A. Becker, traffic 
manager, Rohm and Haas Company, Philadelphia, chemical 
manufacturers, who said he had in mind particularly the sug- 
gested abrogation of the regulation permitting the mixing of 
small lots to form carload lots at lower rates. 

O. D. Wheaton, traffic manager, Wild Root Company, Inc., 
Buffalo, said that many times items shipped by his company 
could not stand higher rates. 


Cargo Mixing Rule 


Representatives of two of the Class A lines attacked the 
practice of accepting mixed carload lots of freight in testifying, 
July 10. They were Walter S. McPherson, vice-president, 
American-Hawaiian Line, and George Talmadge, Jr., freight 
traffic manager, Baltimore Steamship Company. They said 
that if the commission should approve the general adoption of 
a broad mixing rule, such as that in use by the Calmar Line, 
the result would be a disastrous loss of revenue for all lines. 
Edmund J. Karr, traffic manager, Calmar Line, said that mix- 
ing rule in the intercoastal trade was necessary in order to 
meet railroad competition. The Calmar Line, he said, was 
opposed to the complicated methods of mixing outlined in 
the Wells tariff. These, he added, were only available to spe- 
cific shippers and for special commodities and were therefore 
discriminatory. He held that the Calmar Rule No. 29, which 
is open to all shippers on all commodities, is the only fair rule 
for the commission to adopt. The Calmar rule was established, 
he explained, because since 1929 shipments have been smaller, 
the railroads have given the shipper greater privileges, opera- 
tions of railroad consolidations have increased and because the 
rule simplified the matter of tariff publication. 


Evidence was submitted, July 11, in favor of the Calmar 
Line rule by William H. Hackett, general traffic manager, 
West Disinfectant Company, Long Island City, and John K. 
Jackson, traffic manager, Sears, Roebuck and Company. The 
testimony of the latter was ruled out on an objection raised 
by counsel for the American-Hawaiian Line, that he was merely 
reading into the record the views of his company. He was 
told to file a brief with the commission on the subject. 

Mr. Hackett testified that the Calmar rule, which enables 
shippers to transport mixed carloads of freight at the low car- 
load rate, had resulted in his firm increasing its Pacific Coast 
shipments from 800,000 pounds in 1934 to 2,000,000 pounds a 
year at present. 

“If we cannot ship under the Calmar rule,” he said, “our 
sales and tonnage will be reduced.” 

Port Equalization 


Walter W. McCoubrey, commerce assistant, Boston Cham- 
ber of Commerce, strongly upheld the position taken pre- 
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viously by the Port of New York Authority, in favor of port 
equalization and proportionate rates. When equalization of 
rail rates to New York and Philadelphia was put in effect 
by absorption of rail differentials favoring Baltimore and Nor. 
folk, Boston, which is on the same rail rate basis as New 
York, was left out, he said. He urged the commission to adjust 
this difference. He also urged that the slower services should 
be permitted to maintain a rate differential below the leve] 
for faster ships. Under a one-rate structure, he said, it was 
doubtful if the so-called B and C lines would be able to survive. 

Testifying on July 12, R. H. Specker, assistant traffic man- 
ager, of the Luckenbach Line, said that the general mixing 
rule really eliminated all less-than-carload business. For that 
reason his line was opposed to any such rule being imposed. 

Under cross-examination the witness said that the Calmar 
mixing rule had caused his line to revise some of its rules for 
revenue purposes. He said that the Calmar rule had affected 
its revenues. Asked if any shippers had asked for an exten- 
sion of the mixing rule, he replied that it was possible such a 
request was granted for a small percentage of freight. That 
was in the case where consolidators had got together into an 
organization, he added. 

Mr. Specker said that the only question that the commis- 
sion could solve was that of the minimum rate. 

“Beyond that there is no possibility of the steamship lines 
getting together,” he said in conclusion. 


Hearing Closes 


Examiner Furniss, in closing the hearing, said attorneys 
would have until October 2 to file briefs. As soon as Docket 
514 is completed there will be formal hearings on Dockets 
524 and 534. Docket 524 has to do with mixed carload rates 
which had been proposed by the McCormick Steamship Line to 
meet the rates of the Calmar Line. Docket 534 pertains to 
the proposed rate reductions on 35 commodities which have 
been filed with the commission by several lines to offset the 
Shepard Line competition. By consent of all parties the testi- 
mony pertaining to these questions heard in Docket 514 was 
incorporated in the record in the respective Dockets 524 and 
534 with the recommendation that the commission refrain from 
ruling on the proposed changes until a decision has been ren- 
dered in Docket 514. 


INTERCOASTAL RATE REDUCTIONS 


The Maritime Commission by order in No. 539, westbound 
alcoholic liquor carload rates, has suspended until November 9 
schedules of Alternate Agent Joseph A. Wells, Agent C. Y. 
Roberts, Shepard Steamship Co., and Calmar Steamship Cor- 
poration proposing reductions in westbound intercoastal car- 
load rates on alcoholic liquors from Atlantic and Gulf ports to 
Pacific coast ports, dated to become effective July 9 and later. 

The suspension covered a reduction from $1.41 to $1.31 
published in item 3772 on twelfth amended page No. 300 of 
Agent C. Y. Roberts’ Tariff SB-I No. 3, applicable from Gulf 
ports; from 154% cents to 141 cents published in items Nos. 
3772 of Alternate Agent Joseph A. Wells’ Tariff SB-I No. 6 
and Calmar Steamship Corporation’s Tariff SB-I No. 5, ap- 
plicable from Atlantic ports; and from $1.40 to $1.20 published 
in item No. 3771 of Shepard Steamship Company’s Tariff SB-I 
No. 1, applicable from Atlantic ports. 

Protests were made by the Baltimore Mail Steamship Co. 
and the American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. (see Traffic World, 
July 1, p. 49). 

The Maritime Commission has postponed to August 1 hear- 
ing heretofore assigned for July 19 in No. 539, before Director 
L. C. Nelson and Examiner J. H. Eisenhart, Jr., in room 7856, 
Department of Commerce building. 


CARGO SHIP DELIVERED 


The Maritime Commission July 10 took delivery on the 
steamship “Challenge,” the first of the C-2 design vessels 
that was to be built in the yards of the Federal Shipbuilding 
& Dry Dock Co., Kearny, N. J. According to the commission, 
she was scheduled to sail from Baltimore July 12 on her maiden 
voyage in the American Hampton Roads Yankee-Line service. 
Five other C-2 cargo vessels, sister ships of the “Challenge,’ 
the commission said, would be placed in operation on the Amer- 
ican Hampton Roads-Yankee Line as the vessels were com- 
pleted. The six will carry modern refrigeration equipment. 
The American Hampton Roads-Yankee Line is operated for 
the commission’s account by the Southgate Nelson Corporation, 
Norfolk, Va. 

“Entry of the Challenge in this service also marks fulfill- 
ment of the commission’s promise at the time the Baltimore 
Mail Line service was discontinued to provide Chesapeake Bay 
ports with fast cargo service to Europe,” said an announce- 
ment by the commission. 
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Overseas Ocean Shipping 


Second of a Series of Twelve Articles on the Principles of Water Transportation by G. Lloyd 
Wilson, Professor of Transportation and Public Utilities, University of Pennsylvania 


industry is the overseas service supplied by companies 
operating vessels between the United States and ports in 
foreign countries. American traders, American vessels, and 
American officers and seamen have had proud records in the 
deep sea trade for generations. ; 
The most important vessels in the world’s deep sea carrying 
trades at the time of the American Revolution and for more 
than half a century afterward were the “Indiamen.”’ These 
ships were built for the powerful British East India Company 
for use in the American and Oriental trades. They were con- 
structed along frigate lines and carried a number of cannon or 
guns. The officers and seamen were uniformed and semi-naval 
discipline was observed. Some of these vessels were over 1,000 
gross registered tons and carried ships’ companies of as many 
as 130 seamen. Their speeds were from 10 to 13 knots. 


The Clipper Ship 


The Americans revolutionized sailing ship construction 
about the middle of the nineteenth century with the develop- 
ment of the Yankee Clipper ships. The first of these sensational 
vessels, “The Rainbow,” was launched in 1845. Craft of this 
type were built with sharp bows and concave hulls at the water 
line, great width well aft of the bows, and long overhanging 
sterns. They carried three or four masts and enormous spreads 
of square-rigged sail. It is said that some of the largest of these 
vessels carried over an acre of canvas. These vessels estab- 
lished records of speed that were not equaled by steamers for 
over 30 years, until 1888. The “Lightening,” a clipper ship built 
in 1854, made a run of 436 miles in 24 hours and established 
a speed record of 18 knots, equal to 20.7 miles an hour. 


The largest clipper ship was the “Great Republic,” a four 
masted, four decked clipper of 4,555 tons register. It was 335 
feet long, 53 feet in beam, and had a hull 38 feet deep. The 
shipyard of Donald McKay of East Boston, Mass., built most of 
the clipper ships, including the five regarded as the fastest. The 
records of these vessels were: “Flying Cloud,” 1851, 374 miles 
in 24 hours; “Sovereign of the Seas,” 1852, 424 miles in 24 
hours; “Lightening,” 1854, 436 miles in 24 hours; “James 
Baines,” 1854, 420 miles in 24 hours; and “Donald McKay,” 
1855, 421 miles in 24 hours. 


The discovery of gold in California in 1848, the develop- 
ment of the Oriental trade between the United States and Great 
Britain and China and India, and the Crimean War in 1854, 
created a great demand for American clipper ships. 


Decline of American Overseas Shipping 


Great as was the success of American shipbuilders and 
seamen between 1850 and the Civil War, the period must be 
considered tragic for American shipping. The speed and supe- 
riority of the clipper ship caused the United States to rely too 
long on wooden vessels and sail. Great Britain, outstripped by 
the success of the Yankee Clipper, turned to steam and iron 
vessels. As the speed and efficiency of the steam vessel in- 
creased year by year the sailing vesel was eclipsed and, by the 
time the United States turned to steam and iron, British ship- 
ping rivals had gained a long lead in the race. Other factors 
contributing to the decline of American vessels in the world 
carrying trade were the destruction of American merchant ves- 
sels in the Civil War; the absorption of Americans in the 
development of the West; the rising comparative costs of opera- 


QO of the important branches of the water transportation 


tion of vessels under the American flag, due to higher costs of . 


construction; higher wages and higher standards of subsistence 
compared with foreign rivals; failure of Congress adequately to 
encourage and protect the foreign shipping industry for years 
following the Civil War; the diversion of ships’ officers and 
Seamen from the sea to other occupations; the neglect of the 
development of the navy between the Civil War and the 
Spanish-American War; the increasing efficiency of operation 
of vessels under foreign flags, due to lower construction costs, 
lower insurance rates, lower wages, small number of officers 
and crews, and lower standards of subsistence; and the mail 
subventions and other subsidies paid to foreign vessel operators 
by their governments. 

The use and decline of the American foreign or overseas 
merchant marine from the latter part of the eighteenth century 
to the time of the World War may be shown in the accompany- 
Ing figures indicating the tonnage of American vessels in the 
oreign carrying trade, the percentage of American vessels to 


all vessels engaged in the trade between the United States and 
foreign countries, and the percentage of American imports and 


exports transported in American bottoms. These data are 
shown for representative years in Table No. 1. 
Table No. 1 
Total Tonnage of Proportion Proportion 
Vessels of United of Exports of Imports 


States Registry from the United into the United 
Engaged in For- States Carriedin States Carried in 
eign Trade (Gross American Vessels, American Vessels, 


Year Registered Tons) Based Upon Value Based Upon Value 
cc ccateterteus 124,000 40% (*) 
Meche Kocvere 667,000 89% (*) 
UMEE 6 cAxcesccsaees 538,000 86% 93% 
Ns soe siexs savaes 763,000 80% 87% 
I 6 ened a'elen wee 1,440,006 65% 73% 
eos ss oucndesiee 2,645,000 10% 63% 
Eee 1,449,000 37% 33% 
MR kev ntinnmnnien 1,314,000 20% 29% 
Ns 60.94. Wia ea cate’ 928,000 11% 18% 
BG os ucreeenee cs 817,000 1% 14% 
MNF ocee ba weon'cw 783,000 9% 12% 
i. | Ste ae ae eee 1,863,000 427% 33% 
WNT so vvdccatdesns 9,925,000 ee eae 
FE wie re kcameaivos 6,296,000 35% 34% 
DES ico ees Seine 3,833,000 35% 35% 


*Exports and imports combined. 
y+Average of period 1915-1920. 


The outbreak of the Great War in Europe in 1914 diverted 
British and other European vessels from the American to war 
trades, and greatly increased the demand for neutral vessels to 
transport supplies and war materials from the United States to 
Europe, and, after the entry of the United States into the war, 
vessels for overseas were in great demand. Vessels formerly 
engaged in coastwise and intercoastal trades were put in over- 
seas service and many new vessels were built. The number and 
tonnage of American vessels engaged in foreign trades increased 
rapidly after 1914. Freight rates also rose rapidly and the ship- 
building industry and the foreign merchant marine of the 
United States flourished. By 1920 nearly 10,000,000 g.r.t. of 
American bottoms were engaged in the overseas trades. Higher 
costs of construction; higher costs of operation due to crew 
requirements under the United States laws, higher wage rates, 
and higher expenses for subsistence; severe international com- 
petition; rivalry among nations in subsidizing shipping under 
their flags; decreased traffic; lower freight rates; and other 
unfavorable factors have caused a shrinkage in the American 
overseas merchant marine to less than 4,000,000 g.r.t. 

The future of the overseas shipping industry depends on 
the desire of the American people for a merchant marine and 
on the soundness of the policy adopted by the federal govern- 
ment in aiding and regulating the overseas merchant marine so 
as to make it possible for American operators to maintain 
standards of service, quality of construction, wages, rates, and 
subsistence, in the face of severe international competition. This 
maritime policy will be discussed in a later article. 


World Ocean Trade Routes 


Though the high seas of the world afford almost limitless 
possible courses over which vessels may be operated between 
the continents of the eastern and western hemispheres, a num- 
ber of factors tend to fix vessel operation over more or less 
definite routes. These include: 


1. The location of the principal ports of the world at which traffic 
is availabie. 

2. The location of interoceanic canals, including particularly the 
Panama Canal and the Suez Canal, and the canal toll rates. 

3. The existence and direction of ocean currents, such as the Gulf 
Stream. 

4. The existence and direction of prevailing or periodic winds. 

5. The presence or absence of icebergs or ice fields in different 
seasons of the year. 

6. The prevalence of fog at certain parts of the ocean, particularly 
in certain seasons. 

7. The prevalence of storm areas. 

8. The location of ports at which fuel—coal and oil—can be ob- 
tained, and the prices of fuel at the various ports. 

9. The location of islands, peninsulas, capes or other bodies of land 
that must be passed. 

10. The location of straits and other passages, and the hazards of 
navigating such waters rather than the use of longer routes via less 
dangerous passages. 


® 
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The shortest distance between two points on the surface of 
the earth is not a straight line, but the arc of the great circle 
drawn between the two points, the center of the arc being the 
center of the earth. Vessel routes tend to take the shortest 
possible routes via the great circle except as the factors men- 
tioned above tend to improve the speed, decrease the cost of 
operation, or decrease the danger of navigation. 


Major Ocean Routes 


The principal ocean routes used by vessels engaged in the 
foreign trade of the United States include the following major 
routes and auxiliary or subsidiary routes: 


1. The North Atlantic Great Circle route connecting ports of the 
United States with United Kingdom and Western European ports. 

2. The North Atlantic Gulf Stream route south of and somewhat 
longer than the Great Circle, but extensively used in winter when the 
danger of icebergs makes the shorter Great Circle route less safe. 

3. The North Atlantic Mediterranean route, including the extension 
of this route through the Mediterranean Sea, Suez Canal, Red Sea, 
Indian Ocean and its tributary waters to the East Indies and the Orient. 

4. The routes from ports in Europe and North America on the 
Atlantic Ocean and its tributary waters, on the one hand, and ports in 
South America, Australasia, Asia and North America on the Pacific 
Ocean and its tributaries via the Panama Canal. 

5. The South American route between the east and west coasts of 
South America through the Straits of Magellan, or occasionally via 
Cape Horn. 

6. The Caribbean route connecting ports on the Gulf of Mexico 
and the Caribbean Sea and its tributary waters with ports on the 
Atlantic Ocean, via the Strait of Florida, and the Windward and Mona 
passages. 

7. The South African route connects ports on the Atlantic Ocean 
in Europe or North America with those in Africa, Australia, New 
Zealand, and the Orient. 

8. The South Pacific route connects ports in North America on the 
Pacific Ocean with ports in the South Pacific Ocean, particularly the 
South Sea Islands and Australasia. 

9. The North Pacific Great Circle route connects North American 
ports on the Pacific Ocean with ports in Japan, China, Philippine 
Islands, and Siberian ports. The North Pacific Great Circle route tra- 
verses the Pacific Ocean well north of the fortieth parallel of latitude. 

10. The North Pacific route via Hawaii crosses the Pacific far south 
of the foretieth parallel of iatitude. 


All these major transoceanic routes have feeders or auxili- 
aries leading into and from the main tracks of the routes from 
or to groups of ports in the seaboards of the continents served. 
Detailed charts, precise instruments of navigation, trained navi- 
gation officers, and radio communication facilities make it pos- 
sible for vessels of different nationalities to use these ocean 
routes and take advantage of weather conditions, currents, and 
favorable winds, to avoid the hazards of fog, storms, ice, and 
other dangers and obstacles to navigation, and to keep vessels 
in the same routes close to each other so as to render aid in 
case of accidents. 

Ocean transportation has been made safer and more pleas- 
ant to passengers and to the officers and men who “go down to 
sea in ships” as well as faster and more certain for the move- 
ment of cargoes at lower marine insurance rates, due to the 
reduction of the perils of the sea. 


United States Foreign Shipping Services 


The vessels that transport goods exported from or imported 
into the United States are operated, for the most part, either 
in line or tramp services, though there are a limited number of 
vessels operated by trading companies or by proprietary com- 
panies controlled by industrial concerns. A large number of 
vessels that enter and clear from ports of the United States 
carrying our export or import trade are vessels registered under 
foreign flags. 

The vessels registered under the United States flag in serv- 
ices between the United States and foreign countries are oper- 
ated, as a rule, in line services. The higher costs of construction 
and operation of American vessels make it difficult, if not im- 
possible, for vessels of the United States merchant marine to 
compete with vessels operated in tramp services for the trans- 
portation of bulk cargoes between the world’s bulk cargo ports. 
American vessels in foreign trades are engaged, rather, in line 
services between principal American ports and ports in foreign 
countries with which the United States conducts regular for- 
eign trade. 


The policy of the United States is, not to aid vessels of all 
types and engaged in various types of services, but to assist in 
the establishment and maintenance of line steamship services 
between the United States and the principal ports of the world 
with which import and export trade is conducted and to assure 
the United States of an adequate supply of merchant vessels for 
use as auxiliary craft in time of war. The policy of the United 
States in extending aid to American shipping will be discussed 
in a later article dealing with government aid and regulation of 
overseas shipping. 
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Our present concern is to indicate the portions of the 
world to and from which goods are exported or imported jn 
the United States foreign trade, and what steamship services 
are required to transport American imports and exports. 

The steamship services are maintained between the fol- 
lowing groups of ports of the United States and other parts 
of the world: (1) The North Atlantic District, including aj} 
ports of the United States north of and including Norfolk and 
Newport News, Va.; (2) The South Atlantic District, includ. 
ing all ports on the Atlantic Ocean between Wilmington, North 
Carolina, and Miami, Fla.; (3) The Gulf District, including al] 
ports located on the Gulf of Mexico; (4) The Pacific District, 
including all ports on the Pacific Ocean; and (5) The Great 
Lakes District, including all ports on the Great Lakes and 
their tributary and connecting waters. 

Between these ports, steamship services are maintained to 
the following geographic subdivisions of the world: 

The North and South American Continents, including: 

East Coast South America, 
West Coast South America, 
West Indies: 

Central America, and 
Canada. 

The Eurcpean Continent, including: 
United Kingdom, 

North Atlantic and Baltic Europe, 
Havre-Hamburg Range, 

South Atlantic Europe, 

West Mediterranean, and 

East Mediterranean and Black Sea. 

The African Continent, including ports on the coasts of: 
West Africa, and 
South and East Africa. 

The Asiatic Continent, including ports of: 
India, Persian Gulf and Red Sea, 
East Asia, and 
East Indies. 

The Australasian Continent, including ports in: 
Australia, 

New Zealand, and 
Other South Pacific Islands. 


American Shipping Companies 

The principal steamship companies operating vessels under 
the United States flag may be classified roughly into groups 
according to the ocean trades in which they are engaged. This 
list is not an exhaustive catalogue of all the leading United 
States shipping companies, but a list intended to show the num- 
ber and scope of operations of principal American steamship 
lines engaged in foreign services. Among the principal American 
Steamship Lines engaged in the North Atlantic trades are the 
following lines: American Merchant Lines, American Hamp- 
ton Roads Line (Yankee Line), America-France Line, Amer- 
ican Export Line, Inc., American Pioneer Line, Inc., American 
Scantic Line, Black Diamond Line, Eastern Steamship Lines, 
Inc., Isthmian Lines, Isthmian-Matson Line, Lykes Bros., Ore 
Steamship Corp., Oriole Lines, and United Staes Lines. 

Some of these lines operate services in other world trade 
routes, and will be mentioned later in these connections. 

The principal American steamship services engaged in the 
South Atlantic-Caribbean trades include: American Republics 
Line, American Sugar Transit Corp., Baltimore Insular Line, 
Bull Insular Line, Inc., Delta Line, Grace Line, Gulf Pacific 
Mail Line, Lykes Line, Munargo Line, Munson Steamship Line, 
New York and Cuba Mail S. S. Co., Peninsula and Occidental 
S. S. Co., Porto Rico Line, Seatrain Lines, Inc., South Atlantic 
Mail Line, United Fruit Company, Waterman Line (Mobile 
Oceanic Line), and Panama Railroad Steamship Line. 

Important steamship lines engaged in services on the North 
Pacific are: American President Lines, Ltd., American Pioneer 
Line, Matson Line, American Hawaiian Steamship Co., Oceanic 
Steamship Company, and Panama Pacific Line. 

Some of the lines operating between the United States and 
South Pacific ports are: American Pioneer Line, Oceanic and 
Oriental Navigation Company, Delta Line, Grace Line, and 
Pacific Argentine Brazil Line. 

Between the United States and African ports, service is 
performed by the following steamship companies: American- 
pa African Line, American West African Line, and Robin 

ine. 

Between the United States and Alaska, service is main- 
tained by the Alaska Line, the Alaska Transportation Com- 
pany, and the Northland Transportation Company. Puerto 
Rico and Virgin Islands are served by lines included in the 
South Atlantic-Caribbean trade, while Hawaii and the Philip- 
pine Islands are connected with the United States by com- 
panies that have already been mentioned in the North Pacific 
trade group. 

Sailings and Other Information 


The sailings of vessels engaged in foreign trade and in the 
trade with the possession of the United States, the piers at 
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which the vessels will be loaded or discharged, the names 
and addresses of the managing or general agents of these 
lines, and current data with respect to the rates of freight 
petween ports of the United States and the foreign or insular 
ports served by these lines are published from time to time 
in trade papers, shipping papers, and in the publications of 
maritime exchanges, chambers of commerce and similar or- 
ganizations. ; 

The subject of freight rates will be discussed later, but 
it should be stressed at this time that ocean freight rates are 
subject to fluctuation so that it is necessary to publish cur- 
rent rate information to guide exporters and importers. The 
current rates of freight between principal ports in the United 
States and abroad are published on leading commodities, 
such as general cargo, machinery, iron and steel, and auto- 
mobiles, on the bases of weight or measurement or on the 
bases of 40 cubic feet a ton, whichever yields the transpor- 
tation company the higher revenue. 

The latest available statistics of the employment of 
American ships in foreign and domestic services arranged 
according to type of vessel, character of ownership, and serv- 
ice in which engaged are reported by the United States Mari- 
time Commission as shown in Table No. 2. The data shown 
are for all vessels of over 100 tons, gross register. : 
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against any person because of membership or non-membership in any 
organization. 


The S. S. Coldbrook, first of the vessels to be delivered under the 
agreement, arrived in Seattle on June 2, 1939, and was immediately 
confronted with a picket line, which has been since maintained. T. S. 
S. Satartia arrived in Seattle on June 20, 1939, and was likewise 
picketed. 


Ever since the arrival of the Coldbrook, and in fact prior thereto, 
the commission has been striving to work out with the representatives 
of labor a satisfactory solution of the problem. It has cooperated with 
other departments of the government and with representatives of or- 
ganized labor with a view to devising a procedure for hiring of the 
vessels’ personnel which would be satisfactory to said representatives 
and consonant with the policy of the commission. The matter has been 
discussed not only with representatives of the Sailors’ Union of the 
Pacific (which is maintaining the picket line) but also with represen- 
tatives of other unions and of the Central Labor Council in the city of 
Seattle, of which the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific is a member. 


The Sailors’ Union of the Pacific has rejected every pro- 
posal submitted over a period of weeks by the commission, 
replying that crews of the government’s vessel must be hired 
through S. U. P. hiring halls or the union would not permit 
the line to operate, says a statement by the commission. Com- 
— on the union’s attitude, the commission in its letter, 
said: 








Table No. 2 
Combination 
-—Passenger and Freight— Freighters——, -———Tankers. Total——_—_——,, 
Number of Gross Number of Gross Number of Gross Number of Gross 
Vessels Tons Vessels Tons Vessels Tons Vessels Tons 
Privately Owned 
Overseas foreign trades ................ 44 430,254 133 774,032 18 147,303 195 1,351,589 
Nearby foreign trades ................. 24 154,626 27 122,976 35 256,326 86 533,928 
IR eset Siti Wotan Sie au ena Secure he 46 274,256 416 1,862,282 318 2,155,921 780 4,292,459 
MN kala Sh sig arg: fee arg noi -actune 8 te nck wim kw sae 36 237,444 142 559,985 19 119,737 197 917,166 
Total Privately Owned ............. 150 1,096,580 718 3,319,275 390 2,679,287 1,258 7,095,142 
Governmentally Owned 
Overseas foreign trades ................ 3 61,412 34 190,306 was § ‘Srrdrteniae 37 251,718 
Nearby foreign trades ................-. 2 19,244 2 see 0 —“(i—i‘<—“‘C KS ti(“(‘«é‘“ I 4 24,445 
I a Th oh edn eh Ghee aw an. aes ccie wm S .mramtanicnd ee 822s cumeeee #§§ oem .§ |. «@mgmwen . Senter, —'-cqeai@anae 
COPOTEIIOORE GOTVICE  oiccciccc ccc Fesctccces sear t(‘étUt«C wel,  ##§ —wmwleteere §§. Mae 9  _wieiiravangne eee  « gteeauinneda 
IN, <a nec ani gion ula Ka tase wale mained awa. 6 110,373 113 666,297 cee, 22tC«‘“i«‘«‘ 119 776,670 
Total Governmentally Owned ....... 11 191,029 149 Cee its ”——(“(—«‘“C mw 160 1,052,833 
Total American Merchant Fleet...... 161 1,287,609 867 4,181,079 390 2,679,287 1,418 8,147,975 
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FAR EAST SHIP SERVICE DITCHED 


The Maritime Commission has abandoned, for the time 
being, its effort to establish ship service between Seattle, Wash., 
and the far east because of the attitude of the Sailors’ Union 
of the Pacific which is that the government may operate that 
line only on condition that the crews for the proposed line be 
recruited through the union hiring halls. The commission an- 
nounced, July 11, that it had submitted formal notice of can- 
celation of its contract with Pacific Northwest Oriental Lines, 
Inc., Seattle, under which it had been intended to operate a 
steamship service between Puget Sound ports and the far east. 


Pacific Northwest Oriental Line, which was to have man- 
aged the service for the commission’s account, was told that 
operation would be impossible because of the refusal of mem- 
bers of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific to register for em- 
ployment with the United States Shipping Commissioner at 
Seattle (see Traffic World, July 8, p. 104) under a compromise 
plan that had been suggested. The commission in notifying 
— Northwest Oriental Line of cancelation of its contract 
said: 


The commission on March 8, 1938, adopted the policy of hiring li- 
censed and unlicensed personnel of all vessels operated by the com- 
mission through the office of the United States shipping commissioner 
and subject to final acceptance by the master. In view of the success- 
ful operation of the plan on the east coast, from the point of view both 
of organized labor and of the commission, and of the necessity for ap- 
plying a consistent policy in both cases, the Commission (after a year 
of such successful operation) made public its determination to apply 
the Same policy in the hiring of personnel for the Puget Sound Orient 
Line. Certain of the west coast unions raised objections, and asserted 
and have continued to assert that the Commission should hire its crews 
through the union hiring halls and through them alone. The commis- 
Sion felt that it could neither legally nor as a matter of policy apply 
any method of hiring which would result in discrimination for or 





We feel that the position of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific in 
the matter is not only unreasonable, but so unreasonable as to pre- 
clude any hope of a satisfactory solution. The commission’s view in 
this regard is confirmed by the striking contrast between the unrea- 
sonable attitude of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific and the fair and 
cooperative action of other unions and of the central organization in 
the city of Seattle representing the vast majority of trade union mem- 
bers in the community. 

In view of the discouraging attitude of the Sailors’ Union of the 
Pacific, it is the determination of the Commission that further delay will 
serve no useful purpose and we are accordingly electing to terminate 
the agreement. 


The commission’s policy of hiring vessel personnel through 
the United States shipping commissioner is based upon the 
principle that membership or non-membership in any organiza- 
tion whatever cannot be a condition of employment by the 
federal government, says the commission statement. Persons 
applying to their government for employment cannot be selected 
exclusively from any single group of citizens nor can there 
be discrimination in selection, it added. 

The commission, it says, has at no time undertaken any 
action designed to embarrass, handicap or destroy trade union- 
ism in the maritime industry. At present more than ninety per 
cent of the personnel aboard vessels which it operates from 
the east coast, it said, were union members and were drawn 
from the registers of United States shipping commissioners. 


BARGE LINES’ STATUS INQUIRY 


The Maritime Commission in No. 540, in re Inland Water- 
ways Corporation and Mississippi Valley Barge Line Co., on 
its own motion, has instituted an investigation into the facts 
concerning the status of the carriers mentioned and the lawful- 
ness of their rates, rules, and regulations applicable on alco- 
holic liquors from various ports served by them to New Or- 
leans when destined to Pacific coast ports. The investigation is 
to be made under section 22 of the shipping act, 1916, and is to 
establish such facts and argument of record and to make such 
order or orders respecting compliance by the companies with 
the statutory requirements and the commission’s tariff regula- 
tions as may be warranted. 

In its recitals preceding the order the commission said 
that it appeared from information before it the two water 
carriers had in effect class and commodity rates for and rules 
and regulations governing the transportation of cargo between 
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various ports on their lines and New Orleans, La., for applica- 
tion on cargo originating at or destined to Pacific coast ports 
in connection with rates of intercoastal common carriers by 
water operating between New Orleans and ports on the Pacific 
coast. A further recital is that it appeared that the carriers 
mentioned were common carriers by water engaged in the 
transportation of property on the high seas on regular routes 
from, to, and between the ports mentioned and as such were 
common carriers by water in interstate commerce within the 
meaning of section 1 of the shipping act, 1916. A further re- 
cital is that it appears the companies have failed to file with 
the commission the rates and charges for and in connection 
with the transportation described as required by the inter- 
coastal shipping act, 1933, and its tariff regulations thereunder; 
and that they do transport cargo from, to, and between vari- 
ous ports on their lines and New Orleans originating at or des- 
tined to Pacific coast ports. 

The Maritime Commission has postponed to August 1 hear- 
ing heretofore scheduled for July 19 in No. 540, before Direc- 
tor L. C. Nelson and Examiner John H. Bisenhart, Jr., in 
room 7856, Department of Commerce building. 


BIDS FOR C-1 SHIPS 


The Maritime Commission has announced receipt of bids 
from seventeen companies for the construction of its new 
design C-1 single screw, steam cargo ships. They were sub- 
mitted by the Western Pipe & Steel Co., San Francisco, Calif.; 
Consolidated Steel Corporation, Ltd. Los Angeles, Calif.; 
Bethlehem Steel Co., New York City (Sparrows Point, Mary- 
land plant); Bethlehem Steel Co., San Fransicso, Calif. (Union 
yard); Bethlehem Steel Co., New York City (Staten Island 
yard); Tampa Shipbuilding & Engineering Co., Tampa, Fla.; 
Pennsylvania Shipyard, Inc., Beaumont, Tex.; Federal Ship- 
building & Dry Dock Co., Kearny, N. J.; Sun Shipbuilding & 
Dry Dock Co., Chester, Pa.; Pusey & Jones Corporation, Wil- 
mington, Del.; Newburgh Ship & Repair Co., Newburgh, N. 
Y.; Gulf Shipbuilding Corporation, Mobile, Ala.; Los Angeles 
Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co., San Pedro, Calif.; Seattle-Ta- 
coma Shipbuilding Corporation, Seattle, Wash.; General En- 
gineering & Dry Dock Co., Oakland, Calif.; Ingalls Shipbuilding 
Corporation, Birmingham, Ala.; and William Cramp & Sons 
Ship and Engine Building Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 

The bids were on fixed and adjusted price bases, and were 
on one to as many as five vessels of the following types: Steam 
propelled, shelter deck type; steam propelled, full scantling 
type; Diesel propelled, shelter deck type; and Diesel pro- 
pelled, full scantling type. 

Among apparently the lowest bids is one of $2,164,110 on 
a fixed price basis, and $2,482,000 on an adjusted price basis, 
for one steam propelled, shelter deck type vessel, by the 
Tampa Shipbuilding & Engineering Co. For five vessels of 
that type the company submitted a bid of $1,784,670 each on 
a fixed price basis and $2,067,000 on an adjusted price basis. 

The Commission said that since undertaking its construc- 
tion and replacement program it had either for its own account 
or in conjunction with private operators, laid down 66 vessels 
of which 14 had been launched this year. 


PAPER TO HAWAII 


In argument before the Maritime Commission July 10 
on exceptions to Examiner C. W. Robinson’s proposed report 
in No. 498, Sharp Paper & Specialty Co., Inc., vs. Dollar Steam- 
ship Lines, Inc., Ltd., et al., in which the complainant was 
not represented, Thomas F. Lynch, counsel for the defendant 
lines, said the question before the commission was as to 
whether the rates in protected and unprotected trades were 
comparable. He said that as the commission well knew, in 
the administration of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
act, the domestic and export rates were not comparable. 

In his proposed report the examiner recommended that 
the commission find unreasonable defendants’ rates on paper 
and paper specialties from Atlantic and Gulf ports to Hawaii. 
He said that the reasonable rates for the future should be 
constructed on the basis of a differential not less than $1.80 
a net ton under the contemporaneous rates on the same ar- 
ticles maintained by defendants to Manila, and that the as- 
sailed rates were not shown to be unduly or unreasonably 
preferential, prejudicial or disadvantageous. 

Mr. Lynch said that the examiner’s recommendation was 
that the commission require the defendant lines to reduce the 
rates to Hawaii to a level lower than current rates to Manila. 
That conclusion, said he, should not be reached because of the 
circumstances and conditions surrounding the respective trades 
in the Philippines and Hawaii. In answer to a question by 
Commissioner Woodward as to whether it was proper to 
measure rates to Hawaii by rates from New York to Puerto 
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Rico, Mr. Lynch said he did not recall off-hand whether Puerto 
Rico was protected, and, if it was, then he would say it would 
be proper, but if the coastwise laws did not apply to Puerto 
Rico there would be a different situation. 

Mr. Lynch argued that if the rates in the protected qpo- 
mestic trade were to be reduced to the level of the rates in 
the foreign trade then the government must either extend 
financial aid to the domestic trade or give up the idea of hay. 
ing a merchant marine in the domestic trade. He said that 
the difference in the protected and unprotected trade was 
certainly a dissimilarity because in the unprotected trade “yoy 
have to meet foreign flag competition.” He said that prior 
decisions of the Maritime Commission, the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and the Supreme Court had been that such 
dissimilarity justified the difference in rates. 

The commission should find that the rates had not been 
proved unreasonable, said Mr. Lynch, because complainant had 
failed to prove a similarity of circumstances and conditions. 


CONFERENCE MEMBERSHIP CASE 


The Maritime Commission in No. 517, in the matter of 
application of Gustaf B. Thorden for membership in the North 
Atlantic Baltic Freight Conference, has found that Thorden 
Lines (Finnish North American Line) were not shown to be 
eligible for equal membership in the conference mentioned 
and that the record did not justify disapproval of the con- 
ference agreement, No. 147. Thorden Lines had requested dis- 
approval of the conference agreement unless they were ad- 
mitted to the conference on equal terms with each of the 
conference members. 

The commission said that Thorden Lines, by entering into 
certain contracts, had placed themselves in the position of 
being unable to conform fully and unreservedly to the con- 
ference agreement. This, it said, was borne out by corre- 
spondence of record in which Thorden Lines informed the con- 
ference that they had obtained the consent of a contracting 
consignee to increase the rate on tires from 10 cents to 25 
cents a cubic foot, such consent being conditioned on Thorden 
Lines being admitted to the conference and the conference 
continuing its membership intact. 

The record in this case, says the report, discloses a sit- 
uation relating to Thorden Lines, dealings with the conference 
and with this commission which merits condemnation. The 
report pointed out conflicting statements. These facts, said the 
report, referring to rates which had been set forth in the 
report, were known to be material and important in a deter- 
mination by the conference lines of applicant’s request for 
admission to the conference and in a determination of the 
issues in this proceeding. 

“The withholding of the true facts and the presentation 
of inaccurate statements to the conference and to the com- 
mission was inexcusable, said the report.” 


U. S. BARGE LINE SUPERVISION 


Secretary Hopkins, of the Department of Commerce, has 
directed that Assistant Secretary of Commerce John Monroe 
Johnson shall perform all duties and exercise all powers and 
functions now vested in the Secretary of Commerce in the 
administration of the affairs of the Inland Waterways Cor- 
poration. These powers and functions were formerly exercised 
by the Secretary of War. President Roosevelt in one of his 
reorganization orders transferred these powers and functions 
to the Secretary of Commerce. 

The order of the Secretary of Commerce provides that the 
Assistant Secretary shall be governed by the precedents which 
have been established in the determination of similar matters 
and that any matters which require the application of new 
principles or departure from old ones are to be brought to the 
attention of the Secretary for final determination. Likewise, 
it is provided, any change or modification in existing regula- 
tions or the promulgation of new regulation should be brought 
to the Secretary’s attention for approval. Major General Ash- 
burn, retired, is in direct charge of the operations of the govern- 
ment barge lines as he was under the Secretary of War. 


MEMBERSHIP IN CONFERENCE APPROVED 


The Maritime Commission, in No. 515, Sprague Steamship 
Agency, Inc., vs. A/S Ivarans Rederi et al., has found the 
complainant entitled to membership in the United States/River 
Plate & Brazil Conference on equal terms with each of the 
defendants, members of that conference. It further found that 
failure to admit complainant to conference membership, in- 
cluding participation in shippers’ contracts entered into, resulted 
in the agreement and the contracts being unjustly discrimina- 
tory and unfair as between complainant and defendants and 
in the complainant being subjected to undue and unreasonable 
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prejudice and disadvantage in violation of section 16 of the 
shipping act. 

Defendants, the report said, would be allowed 10 days 
within which to admit complainant to full and equal member- 
ship in the conference, failing which consideration would be 
given to the issuance of an order disapproving the conference 
agreement. Thirty days, it said, would be allowed defendants 
within which to submit for section 15 approval a modification 
of the conference agreement, limiting decisions thereunder to 
members whose services had not been suspended or discon- 
tinued in the trades covered by the agreement. It said that 
if this was not done, consideration would be given to the issu- 
ance of an order modifying the conference agreement in this 
respect. 

"Complainant in this case alleged that defendants’ refusal 
to admit it to membership was in violation of the shipping act, 
1916, and asked the commission to require defendants to open 
the conference to it or, in the event of their failure to do so, 
to withdraw the approval heretofore given the agreement of 
the conferencs under section 15. 


M. C. VESSEL LAUNCHED 


The Maritime Commission vessel Lightning was launched 
July 14 at the yards of the Federal Shipbuilding and Dry Dock 
Company, Kearny, N. J. 

The Lightning is the ninth of the commission’s C-2 design 
vessels and the fifteenth in the commission’s building program 
to enter the water. It will be placed in operation on the Gov- 
ernment’s American Hampton Roads Line—Yankee Line, from 
North Atlantic to European ports. The Lightning will have a 
length of 435 feet, beam 63 feet, speed 15% knots, and a dis- 
placement tonnage of 13,900 tons. 


U. S. INTERCOASTAL TRADE 


In the United States intercoastal trade in May there were 
sixty ships with 216,840 tons of cargo which transited the 
Panama Canal from the Atlantic to the Pacific, while in the 
reverse direction there were sixty ships with 440,022 tons of 
cargo, according to the Panama Canal record. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR RATES 
The Maritime Commission has postponed to August 1 hear- 
ing heretofore scheduled for July 19 in No. 531, Joseph E. Sea- 
gram & Sons, Inc., et al., before Director L. C. Nelson and Ex- 
aminer John H. Eisenhart, Jr., in room 7856, Department of 
Commerce building. The commission has allowed the Inter- 


pe Steamship Freight Association to intervene in this pro- 
ceeding. 


NICARAGUAN CANAL INQUIRY 


Chairman Bland, of the House committee on merchant 
marine and fisheries, has introduced H. R. 7163, a bill author- 
ing an investigation and survey of a barge canal and high- 
way across the Republic of Nicaragua under the direction of 
the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers of the army. 


PETROLEUM INQUIRY BROADENED 


The Commission, division 2, has broadened MC C-125, 
petroleum over motor carriers’ routes in the northwest, so far 
as carriers named in an appendix are concerned, to include 
the reasonableness and lawfulness otherwise of rates and 
charges, and the rules, regulations or practices affecting the 
rates and charges and the value of the service there- 
under applicable to the transportation of petroleum and 
petroleum products, including compounded oils or greases 
having a petroleum base from The Dalles and Umatilla, Ore., 
and Attalia, Wash., to points in Idaho, Oregon and Washington. 
The motor carriers named in the appendix, thirty odd of 
them, have been made respondents in the proceeding. 


MARINE TERMINAL ASSOCIATION 


_ The Maritime Commission, pursuant to section 15 of the 
shipping act, 1916, as amended, has approved an agreement, 
No. 6785, between the ports of Seattle, Tacoma, Olympia and 
others, providing for the establishment of an association com- 
posed of marine terminal operators in Washington and Oregon. 
The association is to be known as the Northwest Marine Ter- 
minal Association and the parties in interest agree to assess 
and collect all terminal rates and/or charges for or in connec- 
ion with traffic handled within the scope of the agreement 
strictly in accordince with the rates, charges, classifications, 
Tules, regulations and/or practices set forth in their respective 
applicable tariffs, and that no rates or charges so assessed 
or collected shall be refunded in whole or in part. 

_The purposes of the agreement, as set forth in the Consti- 
lution, attached thereto and made a part thereof, according 
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to the commission, is to promote fair and honorable business 
practices among marine terminal operators; more adequately 
to serve the interests of the public in Washington and Oregon; 
to establish and maintain just and reasonable, and, so far 
as practicable, uniform terminal rates, charges, etc., in con- 
nection with water-borne traffic; and to cooperate with marine 
terminal operators in other districts to the end that the pur- 
poses before mentioned may be achieved. 


SOYA BEAN MEAL COMPLAINT 


The contention of the complainant in informal complaint 
No. 920, in the matter of Poultry Producers of California vs. 
American-Hawaiian Steamship Co., on file with the Maritime 
Commission, involving charges on soya bean meal from Savan- 
nah, Ga., to points in California, is that inasmuch as the tariff 
shows that Stockton is a direct port of call that the shipper 
is not interested in whether or not the steamer carrying the 
cargo from shipping point actually proceeds to Stockton or 
whether the cargo is transshipped from another port, in this 
case San Francisco, but that that is the option of the carrier 
and when the carrier exercises that option, the shipper should 
not be held to pay a higher rate, according to John E. McCurdy, 
traffic manager of complainant. The statement was made in 
The Traffic World, June 17, p. 1358, that complainant alleged 
that the carrier transshipped cargo without notifying the ship- 
pers, and that its tariff did not show authority to charge for 
transshipment when this was performed at option of the carrier. 
This was incorrect with respect to the lack of notice but com- 
plainant stated in his complaint that he contended “the carrier 
has no right or authority under the tariff to charge more for 
shipments they deliver by transshipment at their own option 
than would accrue if handled by their own vessel.” 


PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC 


In June 479 ocean-going vessels transited the Panama 
Canal and the tolls thereon amounted to $1,977,431.94, accord- 
ing to a report made by the Governor of the Canal to the Sec- 
retary of War. In June last year the transits were 445 and the 
tolls, $1,801,291.78, while in May this year the transits were 
506, and the tolls $2,053,502.16. 

For the twelve months ended with June the transit were 
5,903 and the tolls $23,661;021.08, as compared with 5,524 
a and tolls of $23,169,888.70 for the year ended June 30, 
1938. 


AIR CERTIFICATES OF COMPETENCY 

The Civil Aeronautics Auhority has issued a notice to 
holders of all types of certificates of competency that on August 
15 it will cease issuing expiration notices, and, that after that 
date, the responsibility for obtaining renewals will rest with 
the individual. 

The procedure for renewing certificates remains un- 
changed. Applications for renewals of all classes of pilot’s 
certificates and certificates for air traffic control operators may 
be obtained from any authorized medical examiner or local 
inspector at regional headquarters or the Washington office. 
Mechanics, parachute riggers, ground instructors and air car- 
rier dispatchers obtain their renewal applications from either 
the local inspector, regional headquarters or the Washington 
office, while approved flying school and repair station certifi- 
cates are renewed only at regional headquarters or the Wash- 
ington office. 


AIRPORTS AND LANDING FIELDS 


There were 2,326 airports and landing fields in the United 
States on July 1, according to the Civil Aeronautics Authority. 
Of those, it said, 730 were fully or partially lighted for night 
use. The total included 760 municipal and 454 commercial air- 
ports, 262 Civil Aeronautics Authority intermediate landing 
fields, 596 auxiliary fields, 27 naval air stations, 57 army air- 
dromes and 170 miscellaneous government, private and state 
airports and landing fields. 


UNITED-WESTERN AIR LINES’ MERGER 

The United Air Lines Corporation has filed a formal appli- 
cation with the Civil Aeronautics Authority asking it for per- 
mission to acquire Western Air Express Corporation and 
“merge it into United’s far-flung system” (see Traffic World, 
June 24, p. 1401). 

Western Air operates two routes, route No. 13, extending 
from San Diego, Calif., to Salt Lake City, Utah, with Long 
Beach and Los Angeles, Calif., and Las Vegas, Nev., as inter- 
mediate points, and route No. 19, extending from Salt Lake 
City to Great Falls, Mont., with intermediate points of Ogden, 
Pocatello and Idaho Falls, Ida., West Yellowstone, Butte and 
Helena, Mont. 

United said that by operating Western’s present routes, 
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substantial savings would be effected in the elimination of 
duplicated service. 

“The proposed acquisition by United or Western Air 
Express,” the application said, ‘‘would not result in creating a 
monopoly or monopolies and thereby restrain competition or 
jeopardize another air carrier not a party to the acquisition 
of control . . but will continue on a more equal basis the 
competition existing between the complementary United-West- 
ern systems and American Airlines, Inc., and Transcontinental 
& Western Air, Inc., between southern California and the 
eastern seaboard and intermediate points.” 

The acquisition of Western by United would give United 
a direct entry into Los Angeles from the east. 


AIR EXPRESS REVENUES IMPROVE 


Air express gross revenues in May of this year were 39 
per cent over May, 1938, according to an announcement by the 
Railway Express Agency. Although May was not ordinarily 
considered a month of heavy air express shipments, the May, 
1939, gross has been exceeded only three times since the in- 
auguration of air express service in 1927, the announcement 
said. 





Cc. A. A. HEARINGS 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has assigned for hearing 
in Washington, D. C., on the dates shown, the following ap- 
plications of air lines for certificates of public convenience and 
necessity: 

July 17, Railway Express Agency, Inc.; September 7, 
American Export Airlines, Inc.; July 26, Mayflower Airlines, 
Inc.; July 19; Imperial Airways (Bermuda), Ltd.; July 24, 
Pennsylvania-Central Airlines Corporation; September 6, 
Braniff Airways, Inc., Chicago & Southern Air Lines, Inc., 
Eastern Air Lines, Inc., and Missouri Central Airlines, Inc.; 
September 18, Trans-Southern Airlines, Inc., and Braniff Air- 
ways, Inc.; September 27, Missouri Central Airlines, Inc., and 
Eastern Air Lines, Inc.; October 9, Delta Air Corporation, and 
Pennsylvania-Central Airlines Corporation; October 18, Braniff 
Airways, Inc., and Kansas City Southern Transport Co., Inc.; 
and October 30, Pennsylvania-Central Airlines Corporation. 


PRIVATE FLYING ACCIDENTS 


A definite trend toward a lower fatality ratio in private 
flying accidents in the latter part of 1938 and the early months 
of 1939 was indicated in 397 reports of accidents involving 
aircraft which the Air Safety Board transmitted to the Civil 
Aeronautics Authority. Reports still under study by the board, 
however, the announcement said, indicated a distressing in- 
crease in private flying accident fatalities incident to the greatly 
enlarged seasonal activities in that field in the spring and sum- 
mer months. 

Only ten fatal accidents were included in the group trans- 
mitted, and those, the statement continued, combined with 
44 similar ones in the 320 reports previously submitted by the 
board, showed an accident fatality ratio of 6.9 per cent in non- 
air carrier flying since the establishment of the Civil Aero- 
nautics Authority and the Air Safety Board, as compared to 
a ratio of 8.3 per cent in the year prior thereto, an improve- 
ment of 16.8 per cent. 


OBSERVANCE OF AIR PROGRESS 


Senator Van Nuys for Senator McCarran has introduced 
S. J. Res. 167, designating September 11 to 24, 1939, as a 
period for the national observance of air progress. 

The resolution says that the National Aeronautics Asso- 
ciation, with the concurrence of other aviation, civic and busi- 
ness organizations, has named the period indicated for national 
observance of air progress. 

Officials of the association said the proposal would not 
conflict in any way with the observance of National Aviation 
Day August 19—Orville Wright’s birthday—as provided in S. J. 
— passed by Congress (see Traffic World, May 13, p. 
1075). 

Both resolutions authorize the President to designate the 
periods indicated. 





MORE AIR SERVICE IN THE SOUTH 

Further extension of airlines through the south is proposed 
in applications filed with the Civil Aeronautics Authority. Delta 
Air Corporation, now operating between Charleston, S. C., and 
Ft. Worth, has asked for a new line from Atlanta to Bruns- 
wick, Ga., via Augusta and Savannah. Southern Air Lines, a 
new company, has asked for certificates of convenience and 
necessity for passengers and property only, for daytime flying 
on four lines: 


From Atlanta to Memphis via Birmingham with flag stops at An- 


niston, Ala., and Tupelo, Mississippi. 
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From Atlanta to Savannah, with flag stops at Milledgeville ang 
Statesboro, Ga. 

From Atlanta to Pensacola, Fla., with stops at Columbus, Ga., ang 
Dothan, Ala. 

From Atlanta to Cincinnati, with stops at Knoxville, Tenn., ang 
Lexington, Ky. 


Although the company asks for certificates covering only 
passengers and property, the application sets forth that for 
the convenience of the government it will carry mail for a dol- 
lar a year provided it is permitted to set its own schedules 
and will not be subject to restriction imposed on mail carriers, 
says an authority statement. The officers of the new company 
are Straiton Hard, president; E. W. Romberger, vice-president 
and general manager; Joseph A. McCord, secretary-treasurer, 
all of 1201 Mortgage Guarantee Building, Atlanta. 

The company does not state what equipment is to be used, 
No date has been set for hearing, according to the authority's 
announcement. 


VESSELS FOR NAUTICAL SCHOOLS 


Senator Davis and Representative Van Zandt, of Penn- 
sylvania, have introduced S. 2749 and H. R. 7094, respectively, 
identical bills authorizing the Maritime Commission to con- 
struct or acquire vessels to be furnished the states of New 
York, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania and California for the 
benefit of their respestive nautical schools. The bills authorize 
an appropriation of $10,000,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, for the purpose of carrying out the provisions with 
respect to acquisition or construction of vessels. 





MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 288 Sub. No. 1, Frank W. Hager, dba F. W. Hager, 
contract carrier application, as of June 23; MC 850 Sub. No. 
1, H. V. Grantham & Sons, extension of operations, as of 
June 26; MC 998 Sub. No. 1, Harry Lindsay, common carrier 
extension, Moline, as of June 2; MC 1153 Sub. No. 2, Ernest 
C. Odle, extension, brick, tile and clay products, as of June 
23; MC 2221 Sub. No. 1, Grossman & Best, Inc., extension, 
Indiana, Ohio, as of June 1; MC 2461 Sub. No. 1, Kent Trans- 
fer, Inc., extension, Allentown, Harrisburg, Norristown, Potts- 
ville, Pa., as of June 28; MC 10597 Sub. No. 1, Theodore 
Van Dyke, extension of operations, West Springfield, Mass., 
as of June 26; MC 10597 Sub. No. 2, Theodore Van Dyke, 
extension of operations, Elizabeth, N. J., as of June 26; MC 
12105, Denver, Colorado Springs, Pueblo Motor Way, Inc., 
broker application, as of June 26; MC 13862, Jacob T. Rob- 
erts, Jr., dba Roberts Motor Express, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of June 23; MC 20757 Sub. No. 2, George C. Coll- 
yer, dba George C. Collyer Co., extension of operations, folding 
furniture, as of June 23; MC 49883, Emmett J. Boyd, dba 
Boyd Transfer, broker application, as of June 23; MC 66714 
Sub. No. 1, Service Stages, Inc., Gadsden, Cedartown exten- 
sion, as of June 24; MC 69317, Henry L. Shapiro, common 
carrier application, as of June 26; MC 78191, Ben Phillips 
Transportation Co., common carrier application, as of June 
6; MC 84531 Sub. No. 2, Widsteen Gasoline Transport Co., 
Inc., Spokane extension, as of June 23; MC 89057, William 
Hofwegen, common carrier application, as of June 8; MC 
89548, Stephen Hochstein, common carrier application, as of 
June 23; MC 89612, J. Frank Dowd and Roy Dowd, dba Dowd 
Transport Service, common carrier application, as of June 2; 
MC 89876, Frank Himmelman, dba Alta Freight & Transfer 
Co., common carrier application, as of June 26; MC 89977, 
Harold E. Ashley, common carrier application, as of June 
6; MC 91542, Lincoln Distributors, Inc., as of June 10; MC 
93059 Sub. No. 1, C. Elmer Rose, dba Rose’s Bus Service, 
extension of operations, Pennsylvania, as of June 23; MC 
93186, Tom Pappas, contract carrier application, as of June 
24; MC 93429, Thurman Morrision, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of June 26; MC 93459, James Cannon, common cal- 
rier application, as of June 26; MC 93525, Robert O. Buck, 
dba Buck Truck Line, common carrier application, as of June 
23; MC 93698, Perry Jones, contract carrier application, aS 
of June 5; MC 93911, Otto Frey, dba Frey Transportation, 
common carrier application, as of June 24; MC 93960, Arvo 
C. Bedders, common carrier application, as of June 26; MC 
94249, John Tazzini, common carrier application, as of June 
26; MC 94838, Harold W. Ramsay, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of June 26; MC 94872, Jennie Morandi, common cal- 
rier application, as of June 24; MC 94902, William Sousy, 
contract carrier application, as of June 26; MC 95118, Harry 
A. Foote, contract carrier application, as of June 24; MC 
100040, J. M. Cooper and E. A. Cooper, dba Kankakee Storage 
& Transfer Co., common carrier application, as of June 2; 
MC 12153, Mrs. William Maxwell Moore, dba Moore Tours, 
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proker application, as of June 28; MC 18857, Russell J. Dietz, 
common carrier application, as of June 28; MC 30036, William 
J. Flamming, dba Flamming Motor Express, common carrier 
application, as of June 1; MC 45812, R. Doughty Sons Co., 
Inc. common carrier application, as of June 23; MC 72733, 
Sub. No. 2, Irving Van Velsir, Jr., dba Van Velsir Trucking 
Co., contract carrier application, as of June 24; MC 78320, 
Cummins Storage Co., Inc., common carrier application, as of 
June 19; MC 88147, Martin L. Swanson, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of June 26; MC 93234, Albert W. Brown, common 
carrier application, as of June 23; MC 92235, Dale Roth, com- 
mon carrier application, as of June 29; MC 94347, Charles 
Brailsford, dba Silver Arrow Van Lines, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of June 29; MC 94897, Ernest Latta, dba Latta Trans- 
fer, common carrier application, as of June 23; MC 95498, 
Harry Buffum Chase, common carrier application, as of June 
99: MC 95737, Elby Huddle, common carrier application, as of 
June 29; MC 95739, Sub. No. 1, Ralph C. Hinsey, dba Blue 
Ridge Motor Express, Pennsylvania extension, as of June 26; 
MC 95825, Ludger Desilets, common carrier application, as 
of June 26; MC 100255, Indiana Railroad, common carrier 
application, as of June 29; MC 100255, Sub. No. 1, Indiana Rail- 
road, extension, passenger, Fort Wayne, as of June 29; 
MC 236, George William Fleming, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of June 27; MC 1545, Sub. No. 1, W. C. Ames and 
Henry J. Holien, dba Merchants Transfer & Storage, extension 
of operations, as of June 30; MC 2180, Sub. No. 2, Burlington 
Transportation Co., extension of operations, Denver to Fort 
Collins, Colo., as of June 23; MC 3291, Irvin V. Risch, common 
carrier application, as of June 30; MC 17832, Abraham Blank, 
dba A. Blank Moving & Storage, common carrier application, 
as of June 30; MC 19212, E. W. Irwin and Roy L. Irwin, dba 
Irwin Transportation Co., common carrier application, as of 
June 30; MC 61979, Sub. No. 2, Y. & T. Trucking, Inc., con- 
tract carrier application, Red Hook, N. Y., extension, as of 
June 30; MC 73819, Dale Terry, dba Terry Trucking Service, 
contract carrier application, as of June 28; MC 73982, Air Way 
Express, Inc., common carrier application, as of June 30; MC 
84670, William H. McGauley, dba Newburgh-Danbury Bus 
Line, common carrier application, as of June 30; MC 89031, 
Ruffalo Trucking Service, Inc., common carrier application, 
as of June 26; MC 89816, Lee Wolbers, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of June 28; MC 92991, H. H. Larson, common carrier 
application, as of June 28; MC 93078, A. M. Johnson, common 
carrier application, as of June 30; MC 93113, R. L. Bliven, com- 
mon carrier application, as of June 30; MC 93445, F. W. 
Franzen, dba F. W. Franzen Truck Line, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of June 30; MC 93694, Allen H. Rhodes, dba 
Rhodes Charter Stages, common carrier application, as of June 
28; MC 93735, A. S. Loveland, contract carrier application, as 
of June 28; MC 93933, Joseph Pupino, Alphonse Pupino and 
Anthony Pupino, dba Pupino Bros., common carrier applica- 
tion, as of June 28; MC 94139, L. S. Weaver, common carrier 
application, as of June 28; MC 94483, William Pearl Jeffers, 
dba Pearl Jeffers, common carrier application, as of June 28; 
MC 94555, C. A. and Charles H. Burnidge, dba Burnidge Bros., 
contract carrier application, as of June 28; MC 95730, Harry 
F. Barrett, common carrier application, as of June 30; MC 
95739, Ralph Hinsey, dba Blue Ridge Motor Express, common 
carrier application, as of June 28; MC 94151, J. F. Schierlman, 
common carrier application, as of June 28. 


WESTERN BUS LINE FIGHT 


Applicant’s operation is an improvident, subsidized and 
wasteful invasion of territory, not served by the real applicant 
and will promote unfair and destructive and competitive prac- 
tices, declares the brief of the Pacific Greyhound Lines in MC 
2180, Sub. No. 1. It further declares that in the entire period 
since the inception of the operation the applicant has handled 
41,575 passengers, an average by the schedule of 9.2 per cent 
and an average load factor of 28 per cent, the operation having 
been begun September 29, 1935. A further declaration is that 
there is no public demand for the Burlington service since over 
three years of operation show conclusively that the operation 
cannot be conducted profitably. 

The Burlington Transportation Co.’s operation, declares 
the brief, represents an unlawful attempt to extend an un- 
profitable and subsidized highway service hundreds of miles 
Into territory not served by the Burlington railroad and al- 
teady adequately served by other carriers, rail and motor. 
Schedules of the Southern Pacific, it is declared, can provide 
better coordination with the Western Pacfic than can the ap- 
plicant’s schedules, the coordination the proposed operation is 
intended to bring about. 

Opposing the application of the Burlington Transportation 

0. for authority to operate a bus line between San Francisco, 
Calif. and Salt Lake City, Utah, the Southern Pacific Co. in 
MC 2180, Sub. No. 1, says the applicant, a wholly-owned sub- 
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sidiary of the Burlington Railroad, asks the Commission to 
authorize an uneconomic duplication of service, the invasion 
of over 750 miles of territory west of Salt Lake, far remote 
from the western gateways of the Burlington Railroad, already 
adequately served by other rail and bus carriers which would 
be closely paralleled. That, the Southern Pacific said, had 
so often been held contrary to the public interest that the 
application should be denied on that ground alone. 

The railroad industry, the Southern Pacific said, was sick, 
suffering from an almost overwhelming competition, not only 
as between common carriers, but from the good roads and 
private automobiles. The Southern Pacific said it was no 
exception and in no position to suffer further traffic and rev- 
enue losses by increasing the number of competitive lines as 
herein proposed, especially for the benefit of the Burlington, 
the financial status of which was more fortunate. 

The Burlington in its brief treated the opposition as an 
effort to maintain a monopoly in the territory west of Salt 
Lake City. It said that an issue of supreme importance not 
only as related to this particular controversy but as a matter 
of general concern to the traveling public, was that of monopoly 
in transportation. Much of the discussion in that brief con- 
cerned that issue. It referred to the “closed Salt Lake City 
gateway and applicant’s efforts to open it.” 


MOTOR RATES ON VEGETABLES 


Hearing was held, in Chicago July 12, on a number of 
petitions filed by the Central States Motor Freight Bureau for 
changes in the rates prescribed by the Commission in MC-21, 
= Central Territory motor rate case. Examiner Maidens pre- 
sided. 

One of the petitions proposed the establishment of rates on 
fresh tomatoes to Muscatine, Ia., from pick-up stations from 
which no rates now applied. The pick-up stations were a neces- 
sity, according to testimony for the applicants, because under 
present conditions tomatoes trucked to Muscatine, the site of a 
large processing plant, had to be moved on rates based on 
points as far as fifty-seven miles away, although the hauls in 
some instances were as short as 2% miles. Typical of the 
proposed rates is one of 5% cents, 10,000-pound minimum, 
Drury, Ill., to Muscatine, with the same rate applicable on the 
return movement of empty baskets, and one of 10% cents on 
the same minimum, also applicable on the return of the empty 
baskets, from Moline, Ill., to Muscatine. 

At the same hearing, testimony was taken in two other pe- 
titions by the Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., to pub- 
lish reduced rates on fresh fruits and vegetables, and on celery 
and celery cabbage, western Michigan producing points to Chi- 
cago. It was testified that the request was made to permit 
regulated carriers to compete for traffic with unregulated car- 
riers that have taken away the bulk of the traffic. The fol- 
lowing is illustrative: Rhubarb, Grand Rapids to Chicago; pre- 
scribed rate, 1. t. 1., 63 cents a hundred pounds; proposed rate, 
any quantity, 20 cents a hundred pounds. 

ga was no testimony in opposition to any of these pro- 
posals. 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


A fine of $300 has been imposed on Walter E. Peacock 
of Waycross, Ga., on a plea of guilty to an information filed 
against him in the federal court for the southern district of 
Georgia, Waycross division, accusing him of violating sections 
217 (d) and 215 of the motor carrier act, according to a state- 
ment by Secretary Bartel. Half of the fine was ordered to be 
paid and the remainder suspended for a year conditioned on 
his good behavior. The information charged him, in four 
counts, with having transported household goods between Way- 
cross, Ga., Clearwater, and Jacksonville, Fla., without having 
filed tariffs with the Commission and without complying with 
insurance regulations. 


TEMPORARY MOTOR OPERATIONS 

In MC F-919, Southern Motor Express, Inc., purchase Cal 
G. Boudousquie, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized 
for a period not exceeding 180 days temporary lease of operat- 
ing rights of Cal G. Boudousquie, dba Magnolia Truck Line, of 
Crystal Springs, Miss., by Southern Motor Express, Inc., of 
Birmingham, Ala., at a total rental not exceeding $15 a month. 

In MC F-921, Shawmut Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, 
Topsfield Express Co., Inc. (Hyman Copins, receiver), the Com- 
mission, by division 5, has authorized for a period not exceed- 
ing 180 days temporary lease of operating rights of Topsfield 
Express Co., Inc., of Somerville, Mass., by Shawmut Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., of Boston, Mass., at a total rental not ex- 
ceeding $10 a month. 

In MC F-931, Riss & Co., Inc., purchase, Ringsby Truck 
Lines, Inc., the Commission, by division 5, has authorized for a 
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period not exceeding 180 days temporary lease of operating 
rights and property of Ringsby Truck Lines, Inc., of Denver, 
Colo., by Riss & Co., of Kansas City, Mo., at a total rental not 
exceeding $250 a month. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 
The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 
MC 66616, John Scott, dba Ottawa Transfer & Storage Co., 
contract carrier application; MC 93384, Benjamin E. Grove, 
common carrier application. 





EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 


Ex Parte MC 25, wool transportation by motor vehicle in 
and about Boston, Mass. Time for filing exceptions to recom- 
mended order extended to August 10. 

MC 1592, Pacific Truck Express, successor in interest to 
Carl W. Lebengood, common carrier application; MC 1592, 
Sub. No. 2, Pacific Truck Express, extension of operations— 
California. Time for filing exceptions to recommended order 
extended to August 11. 


ROCKY MOUNTAIN TRUCK RATES 


The Rocky Mountain Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., has an- 
nounced it has established offices in the Denham Building, 
Denver, Colo., for the purpose of consolidating motor truck 
tariffs in the Rocky Mountain area. It will have jurisdiction 
over the publication of rates between Colorado points, on the 
one hand, and greater portion of the United States, on the 
other. Various tariffs containing rates of motor carriers will 
be consolidated in the new bureau so that both the motor car- 
riers and the public will not be required to check many tariffs 
so as to determine the rates or the carriers to use, according 
to the bureau. 

The bureau said it was affiliated with other recognized 
tariff publishing bureaus in the United States, particularly 
those affiliated with the American Trucking Associations, Inc. 
The plan, it said, was similar in all respects to the tariff pub- 
lishing activities of the railroads in that the tariffs would be 
published from a central point and the rates would be made 
by standing rate committees set up for that purpose. It added 
that the plan had the approval of the American Trucking As- 
sociations, Inc., and the Commission, “because the controlling 
purpose of the new organization was to bring about uniformity 
in rates, and a better relationship between the motor carriers 
themselves as well as between the motor carriers and the ship- 
ping public.” 

As a result of meetings at Denver, Colo., the bureau said 
it was formed and was actively engaged in the process of 
adopting tariffs heretofore published by various agents, and 
would proceed to consolidate duplicating tariffs and otherwise 
harmonize the conflicting activities in the Colorado territory. 
Elton Cooley, owner of the Interstate Motor Lines, is tem- 
porary president of the bureau. 


PROCEEDING AGAINST PRACTITIONER 


The Commission, by division 1, in Ex Parte No. 131, in 
the matter of Thaxton Richardson, a practitioner before it, 
has set that matter for hearing before Examiner P. O. Carter 
in the United States court room at Greensboro, N. C., July 
25. The hearing was set because, as recited by the Commis- 
sion, Richardson had filed an answer wherein issues of fact 
appeared to have been raised. 


GREAT NORTHERN IMPROVEMENTS 


Improvement projects on the main and branch lines of the 
Great Northern, in North Dakota, Minnesota, and Washington, 
seventy-two in number and aggregating an expenditure of 
about $2,250,000, will all be under way by July 15, according 
to announcements by the railroad. Approximately 50 per cent 
of the cost of the projects, the announcements say, will be ex- 
pended for labor. The projects include the replacing of 90- 
pound with 112-pound rail on a 31%-mile stretch between 
New Rockford and Wellsburg, N. D.; changes in freight han- 
dling facilities at Minneapolis, Minn.; replacement of a bridge 
at Chelan, Wash., and the remodeling of the freight house at 
Seattle, Wash., as well as numerous other rail, bridge, round 
house, interlocking plant, tunnel and ballast construction and 
replacements. The entire program will be completed this fall. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practica) 

nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter. 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the lay 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob. 
lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves, 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If, 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge, 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Tariff Interpretation 


_ Ilinois—Question: We would appreciate your opinion rela- 
tive to the commodity rate application in C. B. & Q. Tariff G. 
F. O. 6100N, I. C. C. 19103, on a carload of agricultural imple- 
ments from Burlington, Iowa, to West Frankfort, IIl., in Feb- 
ruary, 1939. Item 10 of this tariff provides that Chicago rates 
in Section 2, plus a differential of 3c on Classes 1 to E, in- 
clusive, will apply between Group D (Burlington) and West 
Frankfort. The application of these class differentials is gov- 
erned by the Illinois classification. The carload rating on 
agricultural implements in Illinois classification is Column 40, 
No Column 40 differential is provided for in Item 10. 

Consolidated Freight Classification No. 12, on page 50, 
states in substance that rating 40 means 40 per cent of first 
class and that rate computed accordingly are published under 
corresponding column headings in class rate tariffs. Forty per 
cent of the first class differential of 3 cents, observing the 
disposition of fractions provided in Rule 36 of the classifica- 
tion, would result in Column 40 differential of 1 cent as con- 
trasted with the uniform 3-cent differential on all classes 1 to 
E, inclusive. Item 5930-B of the tariff provides commodity 
rate of 23% cents Group D Burlington to Chicago. The ques- 
tion is whether commodity rate of 24% cents, based on 23% 
cents plus Column 40 differential of 1 cent, arrived at by the 
process previously outlined, is applicable, or whether, because 
of the failure of Item 10 to provide a specific Column 40 differ- 
ential, the commodity rate application is nullified on agricul- 
tural implements and related articles subject to Column 40 
carload rating in the classification. 

Answer: There is no doubt but that it is possible to com- 
pute class rates based on a percentage of the first class rate, 
and in the case of commodities taking double first class, etc., 
this must be done. 


However, the provision of the Consolidated Classification 
you refer to certainly does not authorize this, as it states that 
rates computed on the percentages of first class provided in 
the Classification or as same may be amended, are published 
in Columns (or commodity rate columns) headed by same 
numbers in class rate tariffs. 

We are unable to locate decisions specifically in point, but 
it is our opinion that the principle of the decision of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission in Swift & Co. vs. T. & P., 8 
I. C. C. 610, is applicable to the facts in the present instance. 
See, also Maxwell’s Sons Commission Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. 
Oo., 128 1. C..C. Tz. 


Under the principle of these decisions the failure to pub- 
lish a Class 40 differential in the tariff to which you refer, in 
our opinion, renders inapplicable the commodity rate on agri- 
cultural implements in this tariff from and to the points named 
in your letter. 


Tariff—Furnishing of by Motor Carriers 

Missouri.—Question: In the event that several motor cal- 
riers desired to pro-rate the expense of furnishing a shipper 
tariffs, would it be unlawful or considered a rebate if the 
publishing agent billed the shipper direct for the various issues 
and then the various carriers pay the shipper, keeping in mind 
that the bills are open for inspection to carriers involved oF 
any one else concerned. 

Answer: Under the plan outlined by you, the carriers are 
furnishing tariffs to the shipper without cost, to which there }s 
no objection. ' 

However, it is doubtful whether payment made to a shipper 
of whatever nature, without tariff authority therefore, would be 
sanctioned by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
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It would seem that a better way would be for the agent to 
furnish tariffs to the shipper at the request of the carrier and 
charge the carrier with the cost. Or for the carrier to obtain 
copies from the agent and furnish copies directly to shippers. 
This would obviate payments by the carriers to shippers. 


Tariff Interpretation—Reconsignment to Point Outside Switching 
Limits After Placement 


Louisiana.—Question: We thank you for your reply to our 
request for an opinion on page 1030 of The Traffic World of 
May 6th, 1939. 

After carefully reading your comments, we feel that while 
you have entirely covered our contention (2), we would like 
to resubmit our contention (1) for further consideration and 
comment, as it seems to us that it has considerable merit in 
view of the following: 

As stated previously, this track being owned, operated and 
under the control of the “‘X” Railway would, in view of the court 
decision rendered in the case cited, preclude it from being 
classified as a strictly private track and place it in the cate- 
gory of a public track. 

Also, as mentioned, the tariff under which this reconsign- 
ment was accomplished carried an exception to the effect that 
if the car had been placed on a public delivery track and not 
unloaded or accepted by the consignee, it would not be consid- 
ered as having been placed for delivery. 

Consequently, with this exception governing, the shipment 
could not have been considered delivered prior to reconsigning 
and therefore, the principal restriction as offered by the car- 
rier, naturally, has no foundation. 

On this basis, we feel that the charges based on “A” com- 
bination to station “B” are not in order and if consistent would 
appreciate your further opinion. 

Answer: Under the provisions of the reconsigning tariff, 
if the track on which a car is placed is to be considered as a 
public delivery track, the joint through rate plus a diversion 
charge is applicable. Guggenhime & Co. vs. Modesto & E. T. 
Co., 169 I. C. C. 739. 

If, however, the track is to be considered a private track, 
the sum of the rates to and from the point of diversion, with- 
out assessment of a diversion charge, is applicable. 

The status of tracks, whether public delivery or private 
tracks, is a subject for determination by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission or the courts. Tulsa Traffic Asso. vs. St. 
Louis-S. F. Ry Co., 49 I. C. C. 644; Yazoo & M. V. R. R. Co. 
vs. Nichols & Co., 256 U. S. 540, 41 S. Ct. 549. 

Seemingly, the track in question is a public delivery track. 


Motor Carriers—Routing and Misrouting 


Minnesota.—Question: Will you please endeavor to make 
clear to us the opinion on page 617 of The Traffic World for 
March 18, 1939, under the above caption, by citing the provi- 
sion of Part 1 of the Interstate Commerce Act, pertinent to 
the issue, which are lacking in Part 2, i. e., the sections or sub- 
sections of Part 1 conferring jurisdiction upon the Commission 
to award damages for the misrouting of unrouted shipments. 

If we may understand from the facts given on page 617 that 
the shipment in question was unrouted (or to all intents and 
purposes, unrouted because the routing specifications desig- 
nated the originating carrier only, which did not reach destina- 
tion), what bearing on the matter has your statement that there 
is no provision in the Motor Carrier Act which gives the shipper 
the right to route? 

Answer: Section 15 of the Interstate Commerce Act gives 
the shipper the right to route his shipment. 

In Noble vs. Jonesboro, L. C. & E. R. R., 20 I. C. C, 520, 
the Commission said: 


From our consideration of the question presented by defendant 
herein, we are convinced that we did not err in the case before cited 
and that the act to regulate commerce confers upon this Commission 
jurisdiction over a complaint for the recovery of a damage resulting 
from misrouting a shipment where such damage arises from a rate or 
charge in excess of the lawful rate or charge that would have applied 
via the route over which the shipments properly should have moved or 
movement over which was specifically directed by the shipper. 


Strictly speaking, our statement that the Motor Carrier 
Act contains no provision which gives the shipper the right to 
route is not pertinent to the question, unless it can be said that 
in failing to furnish routing instructions, the shipper has, in 
effect, routed the shipment via the cheapest available route, 
the carrier being liable for misrouting the shipment if it fails 
to so route the shipment. 

We do not locate a decision of the Commission in which 
such a question has been at issue. 


Minimum Weights—Excessive Minimum 


Missouri.—Question: I shall appreciate it if you can give 
me reference to any Interstate Commerce Commission deci- 
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sions where the Commission has held that a minimum weight 
in excess of the weight that can be loaded in a car is unrea- 
sonable. It seems to me that such a principle would be cor- 
rect, and that at some time or other the Commission must 
have issued a decision upholding that principle. 

Answer: The Commission has, in numerous cases, con- 
demned minimum weights in excess of the amount which can 
be loaded into cars which the carrier is capable of supplying 
or holds itself out to furnish. Albin vs. Chicago, M. & St. P. 
Ry. Co., 42 I. C. C. 477; Colo. & Utah Coal Co. vs. Salt Lake 
R. R. Co., 85 I. C. C. 545; South Carolina Produce Assn. vs. 
Aberdeen & Rockfish R. R. Co., 107 I. C. C. 613; Hollingshead 
Co. vs. A. A. R. R. Co., 140 I. C. C. 497; Lewis Mfg. Co. vs. 
Baltimore & O. R. R. Co., 151 I. C. C. 279. 

There are exceptions to the rule that it is unreasonable to 
assess charges on the basis of a minimum weight to which 
cars are not capable of being loaded. Where the minimum car- 
load weight is made with the object of returning not more than 
a fair earning per car in connection with the carload rate, 
and the facts disclose a definite relation between the minimum 
and the rate, the rule seems not to apply. Timmons vs. B. C. 
& R. Ry. Co., 55 I. C. C. 495; Stanfield vs. O. W. R. R. & N. 
Co., 91 I. C. C. 598; Rome Metallic Bedstead Co. vs. Boston & 
Albany R. R. Co., 122 I. C. C. 733. ‘ 

Furthermore, in considering commodities embraced in a 
classification description which includes many different sizes 
and weight, it is not practicable to accord different rates and 
ratings for a particular article which happens to be above or 
below the average or reasonable loading weight of the group 
as a whole. C. H. Musselman Co. vs. Pa. R. Co., 146 I. C. C. 735; 
oo Franklin Co. vs. Chicago, B. & Q. R. R. Co., 151 I. C. C. 


Motor Carriers—Advancing Money to Consignor to Purchase 
Shipment for Consignee 


Ohio.—Question: Under the law can a common carrier 
directly -or indirectly, without any tariff provisions on file 
with the Commission, advance money to the consignor to pur- 
chase a shipment of goods for the consignee, collecting the 
amount paid for the goods from the consignee upon delivery to 
him? The freight moves on a collect basis. 


Answer: Transportation services performed by a carrier 
for a shipper must be in accordance with tariff provisions. In 
the absence of a tariff provision a carrier may not perform a 
transportation service either with or without charge therefor. 

While we are unable to locate a decision which relates 
to the practice of a motor carrier advancing money to the con- 
signor for the purchase of a shipment of goods for the con- 
signee, we do not believe that the Commission would sanc- 
tion such a practice, as it is not a transportation service, at 
any rate, it is not a service which common carriers have in 
the past performed. See, in this connection, the decision of the 
Commission in I. & S. Docket No. M-511, Teletype, Telegraph 
and Telephone Service Oregon & Washington (Mimeographed), 
decided June 20, 1939. In that case the Commission said: 


We are not unmindful that the rules continued in effect respecting 
carriers’ transmission of messages for shippers without charge, are 
subject largely to the same objections of unlawfulness and unreasona- 
bleness as are the proposed rules. Respondents’ attention is directed 
to the apparent unlawful nature of their present rules in this re- 
spect. In view of the conclusions reached by us, Administrative Ruling 
No. 35 is hereby disapproved. It has come to our attention also, 
through advices received from various parts of the country, that a 
rather widespread abuse apparently exists in carriers’ ‘‘pick-up’’ of 
written orders from shippers or consignees, and the substitution of the 
carriers’ personal service for the regular postal facilities in the trans- 
mission thereof. All these matters relating to free ‘‘message’’ service 
given or proposed to be given to shippers or consignees by motor car- 
riers will receive our careful consideration, and such further proceed- 
ings will be ordered as may appear necessary. 


Tariff Interpretation—Minimum Charge 


New York.—Question: We would appreciate your opinion 
on a Classification problem, which is as follows: 

Item No. 15, page 147 of the National Motor Freight 
Classification No. 4, MF I. C. C. No. 7 reads: 


Street Sweeping Machines, Self Propelled; Loose, small parts in 
boxes or crates, actual weight 14%, subject to a minimum charge of 
6,000 pounds each at first class rate. 


Assuming that a shipment of such a machine as described 
above, weighs 3,500 pounds and the first class rate is $1.00, 
what would be the correct charge, actual weight at one and 
one-half times first, or 6,000 pounds at first class? 

Answer: As the item to which you refer provides for a 
minimum charge of 6,000 pounds at first class rate, the ap- 
plicable charge on the shipment would be $60.00, using a first 
class rate of $1.00 per 100 lbs. The minimum charge exceeds 
the charge based on the actual weight of 3,500 pounds at one 
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and one-half times first class rate, which would be $1.50, the 
charge on this basis being $52.50. 


Tariff Interpretation—Classification Exception Versus 
Classification Rating 


New York.—Question: The Eastern Central Motor Carriers 
Assn., Exceptions to the National Motor Freight Classifica- 
tion, MF I. C. C. No. 7, List No. 1, page 76, Supplement No. 68, 
covers exceptions to Automobile Parts, amongst which is shown 
“Cables or Wiring.” This is a very broad application and the 
question is whether it would properly cover Item No. 24, page 
71, of the National Motor Freight Classification, which reads 
—e Cables, with terminals attached, in barrels or boxes,” 

lass 2. 


Answer: Classification Exceptions applying on “Cables or 
Wiring” will apply on battery cables with terminals attached, 
in that the term “Cables” is a broad term which will include 
battery cables. See the decision of the Commission in Lever 
Brothers vs. Boston & A. R. R., 144 I. C. C. 69, and Kirk & 
Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio R. Co., 139 I. C. C. 293. 


Bills of Lading—Live Stock Contract 


Colorado.—Question: We note that the Uniform Straight 
Bill of Lading forms in common use by all rail carriers in Offi- 
cial, Southern, Western and Illinois Classification territories, 
together with the Uniform Order Bill of Lading blank, which 
contracts cover all shipment made by rail except live stock 
shipments, are made up of one or more copies, one of which 
covering each individual shipment is plainly marked “Original.” 
This “Original” copy in most cases carries title to the ship- 
ment, and in all cases is used to settle any possible dispute 
which may arise between the shipper or the consignee and 
the rail carriers. 

However, the Uniform Live Stock contract is decided 
different in that all printed forms of this contract which the 
writer has seen are marked “Duplicate Original.” 

Will you kindly advise why no “Original” Live Stock Con- 
tract is issued by the rail carriers? 


Answer: In its decision in Domestic Bill of Lading and 
Live Stock Contract, 66 I. C. C. 63, the Commission said: 


The carriers also request that the word ‘‘Duplicate’’ before the 
word “‘Original’’ be eliminated from the face of the uniform domestic 
bill of lading, and that it be inserted before the word ‘‘Original’’ on 
the face of the uniform live stock contract. A number of reasons are 
assigned for this request, among them being the statements that the 
words used in our former report reverse the current practice, would 
interfere with the negotiability of order bills of lading and would 
cause great confusion. 

The words ‘‘Duplicate Original’ on the face of the domestic bill 
of lading were taken from the form prescribed by us in Bills of Lad- 
ing, 52 I. C. C. 671, Appendix B. Our attention was not called to any 
objection to them. In view, however, of the petition for modification 
and the absence of objections to the desired modification, we approve 
and adopt as just and reasonable the requested modification in this 
respect of the uniform domestic bill of lading and the uniform live 
stock contract. 


As you will observe, the Commission states that a number 
of reasons are assigned by the carriers for the insertion of the 
word “Duplicate” before the word “Original” on the face of 
the uniform live stock contract. We are not advised of these 
reasons, the portion of the record in this case which contains 
this information being missing from the files of the Com- 
mission. 


Routing and Misrouting—Conflict Between Marks on Package 
and Address on Bill of Lading 


New York.—Question: Our mill had the occasion to make 
a shipment which was not marked correctly. 

Please advise if the carrier may be held responsible for 
not delivering the shipment at destination according to re- 
ceipted lading, or is the shipper responsible for incorrect mark- 
ing on the bales? 

Answer: The Commission has held that in case of con- 
flict, the marks on the package and not the destination in the 
bill of lading controls the routing of the shipment. The Com- 
mission’s opinion in C. S. Brackett Co. vs. Great Northern Ex- 
press Co., 29 I. C. C. 667, and American Agricultural Chemical 
Co. vs. B. & A. R. R. Co., 28 I. C. C. 398, clearly hold that the 
marks on the package govern. On page 668 of the opinion 
in the first named case the ‘Commission said that it had re- 
cently held informally that when a shipper prepares a bill 
of lading providing for the carriage of property to a par- 
ticular destination, and marks a different and erroneous 
address on the package, the carrier will not be held respon- 
sible for the freight charges incurred in transporting the 
property to the destination shown on the package, although 
the correct destination is shown in the bill of lading; that 
the present case is clearly within this principle; that in view 


The Traffic World 





Vol. LXIV, No, 3 


thereof, the Commission does not find that in following the 
instructions marked on the package the defendant was guilty 
of misrouting. The Commission cited the following cases: 
Parlin & Orendorff Plow Co. vs. United States Express Co, 
26 I. C. C. 561; American Agricultural Chemical Co. vs. B, ¢ 
A. R. R. Co., 28 I. C. C. 398. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Intermediate Rule 


Wisconsin.—Question: In Agent Curlett’s Tariff 23) 
I.C.C. A-621, Item 10, it is stated: “Commodity Rates Appi. 
cable from intermediate points” and states further, “This rule 
is applicable in connection with all rates in tariff, except where 
otherwise indicated.” Note 60 of this same tariff provides 
therein that the New York basis will apply from the following 
stations, and lists below stations both in the state of New 
York and New Jersey. The point of origin in question is not 
included in this list, but is directly intermediate from several 
of the stations listed via direct routes to the destination. Ip 
view of Item 10 specifying that the intermediate application js 
applicable in connection with all rates in tariff, except where 
otherwise indicated, and Note 60 has no restrictions and is “not 
otherwise indicated,’ would the commodity rates in Curlett’s 
23J that refer to Note 60 apply from stations intermediate to 
the stations included in this note? It is my understanding 
that according to Interstate Commerce Commission Circular 20, 
if Note 60 is not to be applicable from intermediate stations 
the usual restrictions should be carried therein worded as 
follows: “Rates referring to this note only apply from the 
stations listed and do not apply from intermediate stations.” 

Answer: In our opinion you are correctly interpreting the 
provisions of the tariff, to which you refer, in so far as the 
application of Item 10 and Note 60 thereof, is concerned. We 
find nothing in the tariff which restricts the applicaton of Item 
10 in connection with Note 60, which note merely lists points 
which take the New York basis. These points could have been 
shown in the tariff with rates specified for each point, in which 
event Item 10 would be applicable, unless it was otherwise 
provided, and we see no reason for not applying the provisions 
of Item 10 because of the points being listed in Note 60, in- 
stead of being shown in the tariff in the manner above stated. 


Damages—Delay 


illinois—Question: In your opinion can a claim be filed 
against the carriers for loss of a sale due to their negligence 
and delay in handling a shipment? It is our intention to file 
claim in behalf of our customer, located at Harrisburg, Pa., 
for loss of their profits in the sale and also ours, plus the trans- 
portation involved. 

The subject shipment was delivered to the local Chicago, 
Aurora & Elgin Railroad May 9, 1939, routed C. A. & E.-N. Y. 
C.-P. & L. E., consignee located at Elizabethville, Pa. The 
N. Y. C. accepted the shipment May 10, 1939, at Chicago and 
shipment did not arrive at destination until June 1, 1939. The 
time in transit was twenty-three days, consequently a few days 
before shipment arrived consignee cancelled the order and re- 
ceived another order from another source of supply prior to 
the arrival of our merchandise. 

Our customer at Harrisburg, Pa., sold the order for $35.15 
and the actual factory cost, excluding profits and transporta- 
tion charges, is $11.02. The difference of $24.13 represents 
the amount we intend to file claim for, and which is the amount 
our customer and ourselves lost because the carriers failed to 
deliver in a reasonable length of time. 

Evidently the delay was caused by the routing of this 
shipment, as we in error specified N. Y. C., care of P. & L.E 
on the bill of lading, whereas it should have been routed via 
the Penn. R. R. However, the local freight agent did not cor- 
rect our error, or call our attention to it. Also the N. Y. C. 
R. R. accepted the shipment and handled it in connection 
with the Penn. R. R. We have learned since the arrival of 
the shipment that additional freight charges of $2.06 apply 
because of the routing. We paid the regular freight charges 
and believe that since the shipment was prepaid and _ the 
waybill to connecting line (N. Y. C. R. R.) showed the 
charges, rate, etc., the N. Y. C. R. R. should have declined 
to handle the movement when the route and rate specified 
could not be protected. 

Your assistance in this matter will be very much appre 
ciated and if there are any court decisions we would like to 
refer to such decisions in our claim. 


Answer: Delay in delivery of the goods, even though it 1s 
such as to render the carrier liable, does not constitute conver 
sion, and the person entitled to the goods cannot, on that ac 
count refuse to receive them and sue for the full value. Fox 
vs. Boston, etc., R. Co., 19 N. E. 222; Higgins vs. U. S. Express 
Co., 85 Atl. 450; Scovill vs. Griffith, 12 N. Y. 509; Briggs VS: 
New York Central, etc., R. Co., 28 Barb. 515; Fishman vs. Platt, 
90 N. Y. S. 354. The measure of damages is not the value of 
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ving the the goods, — the oe pa ee ee - 
. imately caused by the delay. e Caledonia, oe 
aS guilty jm loss proxima . me * 
wi 15 S. Ct. 537; Fox vs. Boston, etc., R. Co. (Mass.), 19 N. E. 
Bay p Higgins vs. U. S. Express Co., 85 Atl. 450; Scovill vs. Doings of the Traffic Clubs 
vs. B «© Griffith, 12 N. Y. 509. The carrier’s liability is to compensate 
= for the damages growing out of the delay, and not for loss 
(Moody vs. Southern R. Co. (S. C.), 60 S. E. 711); and the Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and 
Rule remedy of the party entitled to the goods is to sue for the not published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
ri es he has sustained by reason of the delay (Southern of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are usually 
iff | 23), damag C H (Ga.), 67 S. E. 944: Ryland vs. Chesa- not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be of vaiue. 
2S Appli- Express are aw. Vv ). 42 S E 923) ? The rule proceeds The Traffic World goes to press in Chicago Friday of each week. News 
This rule peake, etc., H. ©. eg : } h of Pp tract of coming or past events, such as meetings, dinners and election of 
pt where @ on the theory that a party injured by the breach o , & comwac officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it should be made the duty 
provides by another should take all reasonable steps to minimize the  o¢ some one in the club to keep us adequately and promptly informed. 
following § damage he will suffer. New Orleans, etc., R. Co. vs. Tyson, —€ditor The Traffic World. 
of New @ 46 Miss. 729; Brown vs. Wier, 88 N. Y. S. 479; St. Louis, etc., De 
mn is not @ R. Co. VS. Dreyfus (Okla.), 132 Pac. 491; Nettles vs. South The annual outing of the Birmingham Traffic and Trans- 
1 several @ Carolina R. Co., 41 S. C. L. 190, 62 Amd. 409). The length of portation Club will be held at Pineview Beach July 18. The 
tion. Jn the delay does not in any way affect the operation of the rule program of activities includes golf, tennis, horseshoe pitch- 
cation is @ (Higgins vs. U. S. Express Co. (N. J.), 85 Atl. 450; Moody vs. ing, swimming, bowling and a shipper-carrier soft ball game. 
ot where | Southern R. Co. (S. C.) 60 S. E. 711; Block vs. U. S. Express A barbeque dinner will be served. M. E. Walsh is chairman 
d is “not @ Co. (N. J.), 68 Atl. 173; Ryland vs. Chesapeake, etc., R. Co. of the committee in charge. 
Curlett’s § (W. Va.), 46 S. E. 923). So the fact that the owner of the 
ediate to @ goods has been obliged to buy other like goods does not affect Y. E. Juge, new president of the Traffic Club of _ Fort 
standing § the rule (Chicago, etc., R. Co. vs. Pfeiffer (Ark.), 119 S. W. Worth, was born in Plaquemine, La., and was educated in the 
‘cular 20 642; Ill. Cent. R. Co. vs. Johnson (Tenn.) 94 S. W. 600); he — ___, COmmon, high and commercial schools 
stations § should accept the goods and sue for the damages caused by the of that state. In 1919 he went to work 
orded as delay (Chicago, etc., R. Co. vs. Pfeiffer (Ark.) 119 S. W. 642). as a stenographer for the Spencer 
‘rom. the However, it has been held that where goods were of special Lumber Company, Long Leaf, La., 
stations” design and consignee purchased others and the goods are later serving that company as invoice 
eting the @ thereby rendered worthless, full value may _ be recovered. _| Clerk and_ sales manager. He moved 
r as the @ Ulrich Mill Brook Co., Ltd., vs. Mo. Pac., 212 Pac. 654. | to Fort Worth, Texas, in 1922, and 
1ed. We Damages resulting from delay caused by misrouting may after two years in the oil and lumber 
1 of Item be recovered either through an action in court or by com- industries, entered the freight traffic 
ts points § plaint filed with the Interstate Commerce Commission, mis- | department of the Burlington Lines in 
ave been @ routing constituting a violation of the Interstate Commerce that city. He worked successively as 
in which §@ Act, and the Commission holding that it has jurisdiction to secretary to the general freight agent, 
»therwise award reparation for whatever damage which results as a cotton clerk, rate clerk and division 
rovisions @ consequence of such unlawful act. See, William Danzer & Co. clerk until, in 1935, he was appointed 
e 60, i FG &T.L,691C.C 59 eee assistant general freight agent, which 
re stated. The market value of the shipment at destination, from 


which amount the freight charges must be deducted, consti- 
tutes the amount of the damage. Unpaid freight charges are 





position he now holds. Other officers 
elected to serve the club with him are: 
First vice-president, J. B. Harris, traf- 





be filed § to be deducted from the amount of damage, as the owner re- fic manager, Continental Oil Company; 
egligence § ceived the advantage of the transportation, it being assumed second vice-president, G. R. Angell, general freight agent, Chi- 
mn to file § that the value of the goods has been increased by reason of cago Rock Island and Gulf; secretary-treasurer, A. B. Culver, 
urg, Pa, @ their transportation. Missouri-Kansas-Texas; members of the board of directors, 
he trans- a G. B. Bennett, sales manager, Binyon-O’Keefe Fireproof Stor- 
age Company; R. C. Hatfield, asistant general freight agent, 
Chicago, Cotton Belt Railway; I. S. McConnell, traffic manager, Armour 
E.-N. Y. and Company; J. A. Myers, assistant traffic manager, Swift 
Pa. The and Company, and N. E. McKillip, Montgomery Ward and 
cago and Company, retiring president. These officers were installed at 
939. The a dinner held recently in connection with the club’s annual 
iw outing and golf tournament at the Glen Garden Country Club. 
> and re- teat dieas 
prior to The Los Angeles Transportation Club and the Women’s 
Traffic Club of Los Angeles held a joint picnic and outing at 
or <— Woodland Hills Golf and Country Club July 15. There was 
ansporta- 


>presents 
> amount 


golf, a shipper-carrier soft ball game and a volley ball game 
for the women. After dinner, in the evening, there was danc- 











| ing. Stanley Mattoon was chairman for the Los Angeles 
failed to Transportation Club, and Clare Link for the Women’s Traffic 
; Club. Delegates of the women’s club to the recent meeting 
- of this of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America at San Francisco, 
& LE made their report at a luncheon meeting of the club at the 
uted via Pacific Electric Building July 10. Ruth McClelland was chair- 
Rage man of the committee in charge. 
ee) The Milwaukee Traffic Club will hold a dinner and dance 
6 apply at the Lakeside Country Club, Manitowoc, Wis., August 5. 
charges The trip from Milwaukee to Manitowoc will be made by boat. 
and the There will be a card party and a buffet lunch on board. H. 
wed the A. Wilson is chairman of the club’s outdoor activities commit- 
declined tee, which is in charge of the affair. The club will hold a golf 
specified outing at Woodmont Country Club August 18. 
h appre- < = Robert H. Gamble, chairman of the naval air base com- 
1 like to oma @ mittee, spoke on the naval air base at a luncheon meeting of 
= _ the Traffic Club of Jacksonville, Fla., at the Seminole Hotel 
ugh it is | BUSIED WITH MANY DIVERSE ACTIVITIES, THE VERSATILE | July 10. 
; Pry BENJAMIN FRANKLIN APPEARS TO HAVE TAKEN TIME The Portland Industrial Traffic Club held its annual outing 
ue. Fox OUT TO STUDY PIONEER STEAMSHIP PLANS WHILE IN | at Carver Park, Carver, Ore., July 9. There was a program of 











Saini sports and games. Luncheon was served. Frank O. Curtis was 
om * FRANCE AND TO HAVE REPORTED HIS FINDINGS BEFORE chairman of the committee in charge. 

ys. Platt, J | THE PHILOSOPHICAL SOCIETY OF PHILADELPHIA IN 1785, gee ; 

value of The Traffic Club of St. Louis will hold its annual summer 


outing at the Norwood Hills Country Club July 25. There 
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will be a golf tournament for the club championship. In ad- 
dition there will be swimming, tennis, trap shooting and bridge. 
Dinner will be served in the evening after which there will be 
dancing. C. J. Kinkelkamp is chairman of the club’s enter- 
tainment committee, which is in charge of the outing. 


The Transportation Club of Buffalo will hold a golf outing 
at the Transit Valley Country Club July 18. Play will be 
for the Duane Tower trophy, and for trophies donated by 
Jack Curtis, Jr., president of the club, and Charles H. Vayo. 
Dinner will be served in the evening. The committee in charge 
consists of William McDowell, chairman, Charles Heidenburg, 
William Schwartz, Harry Cermak, Thomas Redding and Henry 
Lensen. 


The Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club of Seattle 
held a picnic at Magnolia Park, July 10. There was a picnic 
supper, swimming and other sports and games. Frances E. 
Bailey, president of the club, presented to Lois Bates, Trade 
Lanes, the third prize awarded at the recent convention of the 
Associated Traffic Clubs of America in San Francisco, in the 
Association’s editorial contest. Members of the club will go 
on a week-end trip to the plant of the City Light Company, at 
Skagit in the Cascade Mountains the week-end of July 15-16. 


The Junior Traffic Club of Chicago will hold a hard-time 
golf outing at the Cherry Hill Golf Club July 20. A buffet 
luncheon and dinner will be served. After the dinner there 
will be a program of entertainment. More than 500 reserva- 
tions have been made for the trip to Lake Maxinkuckee, July 
16, where the club will hold its annual barbecue and picnic. 


The Traffic Club of Chicago will hold a baseball luncheon 
at the Palmer House July 21. Guest speakers will include 
Manager Joe McCarthy, Joe DiMaggio and Lou Gehrig of the 
New York Yankees, and Manager Jimmy Dykes, Ted Lyons 
and Monty Stratton of the Chicago White Sox. Hal Totten, 
radio sports announcer, will be master of ceremonies. After 
the dinner, members of the club will attend the game between 
the Yankees and the White Sox at Comiskey Park. 


Following on the success of its spring fishing tournament, 
the New Orleans Traffic Club has begun another. It opened 
on July 8 and will close December 11. J. C. Moulin is chairman 
of the club’s fishing committee. In the spring tournament, 
the following won prizes in the nine fish classifications: 1. C. C. 
Hightower, Anderson Clayton Company, and R. J. Barry, Coca- 
Cola Company; 2. M. C. Sherwood, J. Aron and Company, and 
Frank Pattie, Cotton Belt Route; 3, A. B. Bowers, Southern 
Pacific; 4. J. E. Monroe, Pan American Petroleum Corporation; 
5. R. J. Barry and G. R. Simno, the latter of Ross and Heyn, 
Inc.; 6. J. C. Moulin, Southern Pacific, and J. A. Marquez, Mis- 
souri Pacific; 7. H. C. Hicks, United Fruit Company, and B. M. 
Farmer, Atlanta, Birmingham and Coast; 8. Alan DuQuesnay, 
Nickel Plate Railroad, and M. C. Sherwood; 9. J. J. Ray, Missis- 
sippi Central. 


The Chattanooga Traffic and Transportation Club will 
hold its annual golf tournament at the Chattanooga Golf and 
Country Club July 19. Dinner will be served in the evening 
and there will be a program of entertainment. Sam Deitch 
is chairman of the club’s golf committee. The following have 
been appointed by President Neal Bolen to serve on the club’s 
nominating committee: E. G. Tucker, George Frank, Leon Cross 
I. O. Payne and Robert Osborne. 


The Traffic Club of Kansas City will hold a golf tourna- 
ment at the Quivira Golf Club July 21: 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 


Hearing in I. & S. 4658, assigned for July 10, at Washington, D. 
C., before Examiner Curtis, was cancelled and reassigned for July 24, 
at the St. George Hotel, Brooklyn, N. Y., before Examiner Naftalin. 

Hearing in MC 75812, Sub. i, assigned for July 11, at Los Angeles, 
Calif., was postponed to August 7, at the State Comm., Los Angeles, 
Calif., before Jt. Bd. 166. 

Hearing in MC 93857, assigned for July 13, at Lincoln, Neb., was 
postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 95741, assigned for July 12, at Jacksonville, Fla., 
was postponed to July 14, at the Mayflower Hotel, Jacksonville, Fla., 
before Jt. Bd. 205. 

Hearing in MC 30303, assigned for July 14, at Chicago, IIll., before 
Examiner Linn, was postponed to August 4, at the Hotel St. George, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., before Examiner Kephart. 

Hearing in 27491 and Subs. 1 to 8, inclusive, 27544 and Sub. 1, 
27549, 27550, 27555, 27556, 27570, 27640, 28069, 27000 and 28134, assigned 
for July 14, at Chicago, Ill., was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 13778, assigned for July 15, at Brooklyn, N. Y., 
was cancelled. 
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Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—liItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) hav. 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign. 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel. 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


July 17—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Lenox—Examiner Trezise: 
1. & S. 4657—Groceries, Boston to New England. 
1. & S. 4656—All freight between Harlem River, N. Y. and Boston, 
1. & S. 4661—Paper, New England to Boston. 


July 17—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 95767—J. Melville, New York, N. Y., permit. 


July 17—Cheyenne, Wyo.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 50 and 198: 
MC 89691—F. C. Mazel, Jr., Laramie, Wyo. 
MC 95742—C. Sawyer, La Grange, Wyo. 


July 17—Chicago, !Il.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Maidens: 
Ex Parte MC 21—Central territory motor carrier rates. 


July 17—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Examiner Henderson: 
MC 15204—R. L. Dance Trucking Co., Covington, Ky. 
MC 22306—R. L. Dance, Covington, Ky. 
July 17—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Hanback: 
MC 74595, Sub. 2—T. E. Mercer, Fort Worth, Tex., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
July 17—Des Moines, la.—Hotel Kirkwood—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 47884, Sub. 1—V. A. Carmichael, Sigourney, Ia., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 93714—Pat’s Transfer, Colesburg, Ia., certificate. 


July 17—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Denniston: 
MC 100224—Ace Transport Co., Lancaster, Pa., permit. 
July 17—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 179: 
MC 47039—Graham Ship-By-Truck Co., Kansas City, Mo., license. 


July 17—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Koebel: 
1. & S. 4655—Transit on grain at Enid, Okla. 


July 17—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Examiner Mattingly: 
1. & S. 4577—Estimated weights fruits and vegetables. 


July 17—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 55160—H. J. Kearney, Los Angeles, certificate or permit. 
MC 76846—Davies Warehouse Co., Los Angeles, license. 


July 17—Nashville, Tenn.—Treasury Dept.—Examiner Bradford: 
1. & S. M-743—Paints, Kansas City group to St. Louis for beyond. 


July 17—North Adams, Mass.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Flood: 
MC 94563—Miller Transport Co., Adams, Mass., certificate. 
July 17—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 217: 
MC 100259—R. W. Minter, Norman, Okla., permit. 
July 17—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 16: 
MC 93813—R. J. Waits, Frederick, Okla. 
July 17—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bds. 81, 45 and 172: 
MC 88744, Sub. 1—R. M. Hamm, Lyle, Wash., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 95877—Don Childs Freight Line, Lebanon, Ore., certificate. 
MC 70275, Sub. 6—A. White Truck Line, Portland, certificate to 
extend operations. 
July 17—Salt Lake City, Utah—State Comm.—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 29481, Sub. 1—Salt Lake Transfer Co., Salt Lake City, certificate 
to extend operations. 
July 17—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 145: 
MC 100168—Nelson Transfer Co., St. Paul, certificate. 
July 17—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Examiner Frizzell: 
MC 19112—Suburban Express, Morristown, N. J., certificate or permit. 
July 17—Valdosta, Ga.—U. S. Court—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 68891, Sub. 1—Wimberly Transfer Co., Valdosta, certificate to 
extend operations. 
July 17—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
27608—Nebraska State Railway Comm. vs. Union Pacific et al. 
27709—Denver Grain Association et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 
July 17—Wilmington, Del.—U. S. Court—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 41770, Sub. 2—O. E. O’Neal, Mt. Cuba, Del. 
July 18—Atlanta, Ga.—Hotel Atlanta Biltmore—Examiner Witters: 
1. & S. 4643—Cotton piece goods, Lindale, Ga., to Tennessee. 


July 18—Brooklyn, N. Y¥Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 


MC 100121—G. & S. Transportation Co., New York, N. Y., certificate. 


MC 95816—N. Siegel, Freeport, N. Y., certificate. 
July 18—Cheyenne, Wyo.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 50: 

MC 100246—Witschy Bros. Oil Co., Scottsbluff, Neb., certificate. 
July 18—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Maidens: 

Ex Parte MC 21—Central territory motor carrier rates. 


1. & S. M-654—Iron and steel articles, manufactured, in IIl., Ind., [8 


and Pa. 


July 18—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 26225—J. J. Turek, Chicago, license. 
MC 54388—Smith’s Bus Depot, Chicago, license. 
MC 79220—Weston Terminals, Chicago, license. 
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July 18—Des Moines, la.—Hotel Kirkwood—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 78227, Sub. 1—Miller Transportation Co., Des Moines, permit to 
extend operations. 


July 18—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Denniston: 
mc 30022, Sub. 3—P. S. Crebs, Northumberland, Pa., certificate to 
extend operations. 


july 18—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dawson: 
mc C-103—Mohawk Freight Lines vs. Riley’s Truck Line. 


July 18—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
mc 65115—C. E. Follendore Trucking Co., Los Angeles, certificate. 
MC 72845—Hayden Transfer & Storage, San Diego, Calif., license. 


july 18—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Jt. Bds. 88 and 16: 
MC 20835—Dulaney & Estes, Davis, Okla. 
MC 30250 and Sub. 1—Houston & North Texas Motor Freight Lines, 
Inc., Dallas, Tex. 


July 18—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Vinskey: 
McC 90818—Lewis Finck & Son, Falls City, Neb., certificate or permit. 
MC 94323—H. B. Simpson, Hamburg, Ia., certificate. 


July 18—Springfield, Mass.—Kimball Hotel—Jt. Bd. 191: 
MC 91465—W. S. Laitinen, Chester, Mass., certificate. 
mC 93754—J. H. Partridge, Templeton, Mass., certificate. 
mc 95490—Freddie’s Transportation Co., Springfield, Mass., 
icate. 


July 18—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 142: 

MC 86820, Sub. 1—O. H. Kemp, Elmwood, Wis., certificate to extend 
operations. 

MC 94156—A. Parnell, Somerset, Wis., certificate or permit. 

July 18—Thief River Falls, Minn.—Court House—Minnesota R. R. and 
Warehouse Comm.: 

Finance No. 12386—Application of G. W. Webster and Joseph Chap- 
man, trustees of the properties of the M. St. P. & S. S. M. and 
Minnesota Northwestern Electric for permission to abandon the 
line of railroad extending from Thief River Falls to Goodridge, 
Minn. 


July 18—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 119 and 301: 
MC 83249—Motor Transport Co., Hightstown, N. J., license. 
MC 89999—-W. D. Layton, Sr., Shrewsbury, N. J., certificate. 

July 18—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
27950—Chrysler Corp. vs. N. Y. C. 
27951—Chrysler Corp. vs. Detroit Terminal. 

1. & S. 4626—Malt liquors, New Orleans to Arkansas. 


July 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Kephart: 
|. & S. M-646—Matches—Perth Amboy, N. J., to Philadelphia, Pa 


July 19—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bd. 131: 
MC 29623, Sub. 3—Southeastern Stages, Inc., Atlanta, certificate to 
extend operations. 


July 19—Brooklyn, N. Y¥Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 93875—Weinberger Moving & Storage Co., Sunnyside, Long Is- 
land, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 93931—R. Whitehead, Elmont, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 93935—Manley Frampton & Son, Elmont, N. Y., certificate. 


July 19—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 12156—American Travel Association, Chicago, license. 
MC 100126—C. A. Manteufel, Chicago, certificate. 


July 19—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Burge: 
1, & S. M-727—Paper and paper articles, Ill. to Ia., Neb and S. D. 
MC 60812, Sub. 1—Fireproof Storage Co., Marshalltown, Ia., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 72576—P. & W. Truck Lines, Albia, Ia. 


July 19—Evanston, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 85: 
MC 2887, Subs. 1 and 2—L. Cox, Woodruff, Utah, certificate to extend 
operations. 


July 19—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner King: 

28000, Sub. 20—Application of Great Northern for approval of pro- 
posed modification of systems or devices under section 26(b) of 
interstate commerce act. 


July 19—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Denniston: 
MC 70267, Sub. 1—E. E. Wagner, Jr., York, Pa. 


July 19—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Henderson: 
MC 74362, Sub. 1—B. Wolf, New Albany, Ind., permit to extend op- 
erations. 


July 19—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 55: 
MC 13706, Sub. 2—Service Oil Co., Savannah, Mo., permit to extend 
operations. 
July 12—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Vinskey: 
MC 94783—R. Gamlin, Murdock, Neb., certificate. 


MC 48958, Sub. 1—Rocky Mountain Lines, Inc., Lincoln, certificate 
to extend operations. 


July 19—Pocatello, Idaho—U. S. Court—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 263, Sub. 1—Garrett Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., Pocatello, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
July 19—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 172: 
MC 29435, Subs. 1 and 2—Spokane, Portland & Seattle Transportation 
Co., Portland, certificate to extend operations. 


* 29435—-Spokane, Portland and Seattle Transportation Co., Port- 
and. 


July 19—Springfield, Mass.—Kimball Hotel—Jt. Bds. 231 and 22: 
4 17857—Atlantic States Warehouse & Cold Storage Corp., Boston, 
cense, 
MC 90648—P. Desautels, Indian Orchard, Mass., certificate. 
MC 94877—P, W. Kubosiak, Hatfield, Mass., certificate. 


certif- 
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July 19—Springfield, Mass.—Hotel Kimball—Examiner Clifford: 
MC F-938—Blue Way ‘Trailways, Inc., merger, Blue Way Transit 
Lines, Inc. 
July 19—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 142: 
MC 100278—M. Dahl, Wilson, Wis., certificate. 
MC 93924—Peterson Bros., Ellsworth, Wis., certificate. 


July 19—Toledo, O.—New P. O. Bldg.—Examiner Borroughs: 
1. & S. M-723—Iron and steel articles, minimum charges, to Dover, O. 


July 19—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 89041, Sub. 1—A. L. Ferraro, Jersey City, N. J., certificate to 
extend operations. 


July 19—Waco, Tex.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hanback: 
MC 24670—Central Forwarding, Inc., Waco, certificate or permit. 


July 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
1. & S. 4663—Stopping-in-transit at south Atlantic ports. 
* Fourth section application 13918—Commodity rates to south Atlantic 
ports. 
July 19—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
I. & S. 4366—New Orleans Public Belt R. R. switching and absorp- 
tions. 
27789—New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. & S. et al. 
28094—-Miller Waste Mills, Inc., vs. Southern et al. 
Valuation 893—New Orleans Public Belt R. R. 


July 19—Wilmington, Del.—U. S. Court—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 62745, Sub. 1—Wooleyhan Transport Co., Wilmington, certificate 
to extend operations. 


July 20—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
McC 100299—Carney Transfer Co., Elberton, Ga., certificate. 


July 20—Saltimore, Md.—State Comm.—Examiner Hinely: 
MC F-924—Overnight Motor Transportation Co., Inc. (Md.), purchase, 
Overnight Motor Transportation Co., Inc. (D. C.), and L. and O. 
Oberfeld. 


July 20—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC F-921—Shawmut Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, Topsfield Ex- 
press Co., Inc. 
MC F-946—Old Colony Forwarding Corp., purchase, F. M. and J. C. 
Ryan. 


July 20—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 92877—F. Yorkrich, New York, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 93441—S. C. Kratzenberg, New York, N. Y., certificate or permit. 


July 20—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Kirby: 
* Finance 10131—Spokane International reorganization: 


July 20—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 12170—J. Wright, Chicago, license. 
MC 23971—J. E. Bell & Associates, Chicago, license. 


July 20—Des Moines, la.—Hotel Kirkwood—Examiner Burge: 
MC 89792—H. J. Hampton, Whittier, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95377, Sub. 1—E. C. Miller, Ruthven, Ia., certificate to extend 
operations. 


July 20—Elizabeth City, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
1. & S. M-724—Summer Truck Line, commodities, Norfolk to N. C. 


July 20—Houston, 
Jt. Bd. 77: 
MC 67289—Universal Terminal Warehouse Co., Houston, certificate or 
permit. 
MC 67290—Universal Terminal Warehouse Co., Houston, certificate or 
permit. 
MC 43404—Universal Terminal Warehouse Co., Houston, license. 


July 20—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 155 and Examiner 
Henderson: 
MC 24993, Sub. 2-—Hardy Truck Line, Lexington, Ind., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 95174, Sub. 1—Niman Transfer & Storage Co., Indianapolis, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


July 20—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 95946 and Sub. 1—Steel Transportation Co., Springfield, Mo., 
permit and to extend operations. 
July 20—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 42237—Keystone Express Co., Los Angeles, license. 
MC 47652—Consolidated Ticket Office Long Beach, Calif., license. 


July 20—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Jt. Bd. 38: 
MC 81617, Sub. 1—Morris Truck Line, Parkin, Ark., certificate. 
July 20—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Koebel: 
1. & S. 4653—Export grain, C. F. A. to north Atlantic ports. 
July 20—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 40084—A. B. Campbell, Keota, Okla., certificate or permit. 
July 20—Pocatello, Idaho—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 51271, Subs. 2 and 3—Cotant Truck Lines, Pocatello, certificate to 
extend operations. 


July 20—Springfleld, Mass.—Kimball Hotel—Jt. Bd. 231 and Examiner 
Flood: 


Tex.—Ben Milam Hotel—Examiner Hanback and 


MC 100026—F. W. Parmenter, South Ashburnham, Mass., permit. 
MC 100105—W. V. Bodurtha, Blandford, Mass., permit. 


July 20—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 142: 
MC 90208—F. Berg, Elmwood, Wis., certificate or permit. 
MC 100342—H. C. Johnson, Blair, Wis., certificate. 
July 20—Toledo, O.—New Secor Hotel—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 74588, Sub. 5—Marion Trucking Co., Marion, Ind., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 
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July 20—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 42 and 67: 
MC 27584—J. Bellefountaine, Barnegat, N. J., certificate or permit. 
MC 100023—J. Hernick, Ringoes, N. J., certificate. 


July 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cunningham: 
1. & S. M-734—Peanuts, southern Va. to eastern Pa. 
MC C-138—Peanuts, Petersburg and Suffolk, Va., to Lebanon, Pa. 
July 20—Williamsport, Pa.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 42 and Examiner Den- 
niston: 
MC 65124, Sub. 1—J. D. Foust, Alba, Pa., certificate to extend op- 
erations. 
MC 100365—G. R. McFarland, Lock Haven, Pa., certificate. 


July 20—Winnemucca, Nev.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 128: 
MC 65175—City Transfer, Winnemucca, Nev., certificate or permit. 


July 21—Akron, Ohio—Portage Hotel—Jt. Bd. 59: 
MC 30266—The Highway Forwarding Co., Akron, certificate or per- 
mit. 


July 21—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 

* MC F-942—New England Greyhound Lines, Inc., purchase, Greyhound 
Corp. 

* MC F-930—Petroleum Carriers, Inc., purchase, L. A. Hardy. 

* MC F-953—Gay’s Express, Inc., purchase, J. L. Ellsworth. 


July 21—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 93207—Tar Asphalt Trucking Co., Inc., Jersey City, N. J., cer- 


tificate. 
MC 90195—B. Bennett, New York, N. Y., certificate or permit. 
July 21—Chicago, IIl_—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Disque: 


1. & S. 4635 and |. & S. 4636—Gypsum lath in south. 
July 21—D2s Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 

1. & S. M-733—Bags and bagging, Twin Cities to Springfield, IIl. 

1. & S. M-755—General store supplies, between Iowa, Minn. and Mo. 
July 21—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Hinely: 
* MC F-932—C. E. Gotwalt, purchase, R. M. Billett. 


July 21—Houston, Tex.—Ben Milam Hotel—Examiner Hanback: 
MC 44775—Lone Star Package Car Co., Inc., Houston, certificate. 
July 21—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Henderson: 
MC 100255, Sub. 2—B. Elder, receiver of Indiana R. R., Indianapolis, 
certificate to extend operations. 
July 21—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 39682—Charles P. Hart Transportation Co., Los Angeles, certif- 
icate or permit. 


July 21—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Witters: 
1. & S. 4646—Substitution cotton in southwest. 
July 21—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Jt. Bd. 97: 
MC 89734—McGuire & Kelly, Tupelo, Miss. 
July 21—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 1306, Sub. 1—E. G. Byrd Transfer Co., Muskogee, Okla., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 19551, Sub. 1—O. K. Transfer & Storage Co., Muskogee, Okla., 
certificate to extend operations. 


July 21—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Vinskey: 
MC 58948, Sub. 1—Union Transfer Co., Omaha, certificate to extend 
operations. 


July 21—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Comm.—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 59938—Silver State Transport Co., Reno, certificate or permit. 
July 21—Springfield, Mass.—Kimball Hotel—Examiner Flood: 


MC 93886—R. E. Joy, Colrain, Mass., certificate. 
MC 94831—C. S. Hall, Ashfield, Mass., certificate. 


July 21—Springfield, !11.—State Comm.—Examiner Linn: 
MC 83539, Sub. 2—H. Clary, Fort Worth, Tex., certificate to extend 
operations. 


July 21—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 181: 
MC 88911—Devney Transfer, Eau Claire, Wis. 


July 21—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 146: 
MC 89131—O. O. Storlie, Waseca, Minn., certificate. 


July 21—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Examiner Frizzell and Jt. Bd. 
305: 


MC 95819—M. Greenberg, Lakewood, N. J., certificate. 
MC 95685—P. Revere, Flushing, L. I., N. Y., certificate. 
MC 95820—H. Luker, Lakewood, N. J., certificate. 


July 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Way: 
Fourth section application 17739—Rail-water rates between the east 
and south. 


July 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cunningham: 
1. & S. M-681—C. & E. Transportation Co., commodities from Mary- 
land. 


July 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Prichard: 
Finance 12456—Application of Atlantic & East Carolina for authority 
to lease properties of Atlantic & North Carolina in N. C. 


July 21—Williamsport, Pa.—U. S. Court—Examiner Denniston: 
MC 59382, Sub. 2—Harman & Myers Express, Williamsport, certificate 
to extend operations. 


July 21—Wilmington, Del.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 40: 
MC 100291—W. E. Anthony, Kennedyville, Md., permit. 


July 22—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 91725—Many’s Express, Ossining, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 92977—K-L Mill Supply Co., Elizabeth, N. J., permit. 


July 22—Columbia, S. C.—Jefferson Hotel—Examiner Lyle: 

* Finance 12310—Application of receivers, S. A. L., for permission to 
abandon line extending from Adamsboro Junction to Adamsboro, 
8. C. 
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July 22—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
|. & S. M-756—Coffee, roasted, Omaha, Neb., to Twin Cities. 


July 22—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 63028—Orange County Transfer, Brea, Calif., certificate or permit, 


July 22—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 5353—Copeland Trucking Co., Cleveland, Okla., certificate or 
permit. 
1. & S. M-745—Barbour Transportation Co., commodities in midwest, 


July 22—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Vinskey: 
MC 93362—Dean Hazen Truck Line, Creighton, Neb., certificate. 


July 22—Paducah, Ky.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 156: 
MC 100189—F. Futrell, Murray, Ky., permit. 


July 22—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 6011—Baker’s Storage and Moving Service, Oakland, Calif., cer- 
tificate or permit. 


July 22—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 146: 
MC 1827, Sub. 2—E. W. Wylie, Inc., St. Paul, permit to extend 
operations. 


July 22—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Examiner Frizzell: 
MC 92929—Atlantic Express, Trenton, certificate. 


July 22—Twin Falls, Idaho—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 174: 
MC 89033—Jarbridge Freight Lines, Jarbridge, Nev., certificate. 


July 22—Williamsport, Pa.—U. S. Court—Examiner Denniston: 
MC 45257, Sub. 3—C. G. Yost, McEwensville, Pa., certificate to extend 
operaticn. 


July 24—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
1. & S. M-758—Peanut butter, Montgomery, Ala., to Georgia. 


July 24—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Naftalin: 
1. & S. M-722—Yarn, jute, Philadelphia to Thompsonville, Conn. 
1. & S. 4658—Jute yarn, Edge Moor, Del., to Thompsonville, Conn. 


July 24—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 40639—National Carloading Corp., New York, certificate or permit. 


July 24—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 30100—T. Bolkema, Midland Park, N. J., certificate or permit. 
MC 12171—Empire Moving & Storage Co., Bayonne, N. J., license. 

July 24—Cedar Rapids, !a.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 54: 

MC 13391—Westhoff and Neuhaus, New Vienna, Ia. 
MC 92712—G. Wagner, Alburnett, Ia., certificate or permit. 


July 24—Chicago, !!|.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Koebel: 
1. & S. 4650 and ist sup.—Meats and packing house products, Chi- 
cago to C. F. A.. 
July 24—Chicago, Ill.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 12164—Morgan Storage & Van Co., Inc., Chicago, license. 
MC 83898—George Rapp Storage Co., Inc., Chicago, license. 


July 24—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Examiner Archer: 
Fourth section application 17909—Scrap iron or steel to Portsmouth 
Ohio. 


July 24—Claxton, Ga.—Federal Bidg.—Examiner Lyle: 
* Finance 12355—Application of Collins & Glennville for permission t 
abandon line extending from Readsville to Glennville, Ga. 


July 24—Evansville, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 89600, Sub. 1—W. W. Toler and Son, Clay City, Ill. 


July 24—Houston, Tex.—Ben Milam Hotel—Examiner Hanbeck: 
MC 11400—Texas Package Car Co., Houston, certificate or permit. 


July 24—Houston, Tex.—Ben Milam Hotel—Jt. Bd. 77: 
MC 14331—Tex Package Car Co., Inc., Houston, license. 


July 24—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 9 and 60: 
MC 48508, Sub. 1—Jackson Trucking Co., Inc., Indianapolis, permit 
to extend operations. 
MC 51382, Sub. 1—Richmond Storage Co., Richmond, Ind., permit to 
extend operations. 


July 24—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Hinely: 
* MC F-947—Louis H. Huber et al., purchase, C. W. Clever. 


July 24—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 9090—Johnson Transfer & Trucking Co., Los Angeles, certificate 
or permit. 
MC 23656—J. Ewens, Los Angeles, permit. 
MC 84750—Ewens Trucking Co., Los Angeles, certificate or permit. 


July 24—Medford, Ore.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 11: 
MC 94871—E. M. Kamph, Smith River, Calif., certificate or permit. 
MC 83752—G. Yockel, Jr., Ashland, Ore. 


July 24—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Witters: 

Fourth section application No. 17864—C. R. I. & P. and Mo. Pac. 
ask rate on gasoline, kerosene, naphtha, from El Dorado, Norph- 
let, Pearson and Smackover, Ark., to Memphis, Tenn., without 
observing long-and-short-haul provision. 

17000—Rate structure investigation, part 4, petroleum and petroleum 
products. 

18458—General petroleum investigation (embracing proceedings listed 
in footnote 1 of the report, 171 I. C. C. 286). 


July 24—New Haven, Conn.—U. S. Court—Examiner Flood: 
1. & S. M-726—Connecticut Motor Lines, commodities to N. Y. harbor. 


July 24—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 60157, Sub. 1—C. A. White Trucking Co., Seminole, 
certificate to extend operations. 


July 24—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 138: 


MC 4994, Sub. 1—T. Johnson, Red Oak, Ia., permit to extend opera 


tions. 
MC 100184—P. Hessel, Neola, Ia., certificate. 
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july 24—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan. 
mC 12182—J. A. McTaggart, Philadelphia, license. 
MC 21057 Sub. 1—R. Jones, Philadelphia, certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 
July 24—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
mC 1511, Subs. 15, 17, 18, 19, and 21—Greyhound Lines, San Fran- 
cisco, certificate to extend operations. 
July 24—Scranton, Pa.—Fed. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 42: 
mc 71550 Sub. 2—M. Barron, Dickson City, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
July 24—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Examiner Dawson: 
mc 30302—Flynn Forwarding Co., Inc., St. Louis, certificate or permit. 
July 24—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Examiner Peterson: 
mC 31923—Allen Motor Freight, Inc., St. Paul, license. 
mC 34650, Sub. 1—R. Stalker, Barron, Wis., certificate to extend 
operations. ‘ 
July 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Prichard: 
* Finance 12466—Application of C. & E. for authority to acquire con- 
trol by purchase of stock of the C. & M. V. 
July 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Trezise: 
|. & S. 4584—Lake cargo coal, Ill., Ind. and Ky. to Chicago. 
July 25—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
|, & S. M-762—Building material, Alabama to southern states. 
July 25—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 1086, Sub. 1—Best Bros., Inc., Newark, N. J., permit to extend 
operations. 


mc 1855, Sub. 1—Schwenzer Bros., Inc., Woodbridge, N. J., permit 
to extend operations. 


July 25—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Naftalin: 

MC 94878—Parkway Coach Co., Mt. Vernon, N. Y., certificate. 

July 25—Chicago, Iil.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Linn: 

|, & S. M-739—Roofing and building materials, from and to Vandalia, 
Ill. 

July 25—Evansville, Ind.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 1: 


MC 66294, Sub. 2—T. E. Collins, Shreveport, La., certificate to extend 
operations. 


July 25—Fort Wayne, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 35398, Subs. 2 and 3—S. B. Denney Bus Co., Muncie, Ind., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


July 25—Greensboro, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Carter: 

*Ex Parte 131—-In the matter of Thaxton Richardson. 

July 25—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 58: 

MC 69892, Sub. 1—Osborne Trucking Co., Vincennes, Ind.,- certificate 
to extend operations. 

July 25—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 

MC 141, Sub. 3—Devere and Wallace, Inc., Los Angeles, certificate 
to extend operatons. 

July 25—Medford, Ore.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 11: 

MC 88957—L. E, Smith, Sacramento, Calif. 


July 25—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 19564, Subs. 5, 6 and 7—L. C. Jones Trucking Co., Oklahoma City, 
certificate to extend operations. 
July 25—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 89521—M. Bare, Pisgah, Ia., certificate. 
MC 100233—Childs’ Transfer, Silver City, Ia., certificate. 
July 25—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 28384—W. F. Smith, Philadelphia. 
MC 100293—E. F. Bacon, Millville, N. J., certificate. 
July 25—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 35684, Sub. 1—Cole’s Trucking Service, Athens, Pa., certificate 
to extend operations. 
July 25—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Denniston: 
MC 38748 Sub. 2—Voyton Bros., Nanticoke, Pa., cerflficate to extend 
operations. 
July 25—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 179: 
MC 88982, Subs. 4 and 5—Frisco Transportation Co., St. Louis, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
July 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Glover: 
Fourth section application 17817—Silicon carbide to Philadelphia. 
July 26—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 19013, Sub. 2—George Hillman Trucking Co., Inc., Clifton, N. J., 
permit to extend operations. 
MC 19013, Sub. 1—George Hillman Trucking Co., Inc., Clifton, N. J. 
July 26—Chicago, 111._—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Koebel: 
|. & S. 4648—All freight to Pacific coast. 
|. & S. 4670—All freight, Chicago, etc., to Salt Lake City. 
July 26—Davenport, l!a.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 75689, Sub. 1—C. F. Hermann, Pleasant Prairie, Ia., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 93676-—W. R. Camp, Charlotte, Ia., certificate. 


July 26—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 21 and 160: 

MC 2510, Sub. 1—Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., Indianapolis, certificate 
to extend operations. 

MC 100180—Pratt Trucking Co., Fairmount, Ind., permit. 


July 26—tLewiston, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 169: 

MC 100083—Emmett Truck & Transfer, Kendrick, Ida. 

July 26—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 

MC 10866—Pacific Coast Wholesalers Association, Los Angeles, cer- 
tificate or permit. 

MC 10870—Pacific Coast Wholesalers Association, Los Angeles, license. 
MC 14339—Coast to Coast Ticket Office, Los Angeles, license. 
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July 26—Louisville, Ky.—Brown Hotel—Jt. Bd. 105: 
MC 25573—Mutual Travel Service, Louisville, license. 
MC 53688—Eastern Truck Depot, Louisville, license. 


July 26—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 89985—C. D. Kruse, Glidden, Ia., certificate. 
MC 92468—L. Sorenson, Harlan, Ia., certificate. 

MC 95785—W. Wanninger, Manning, Ia., certificate. 


July 26—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
1. & S. M-736—Elizabeth City, N. C., and Norfolk, commodities be- 
tween. 


1. & S. M-605—Lard and vegetable oil, Norfolk, Va., to D. C., N. J. 
and N. Y. 


July 26—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 255: 
MC 95882—Fuel Oil Distributors, Inc., Philadelphia, permit. 

July 26—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 78786, Subs. 32 and 33—Pacific Motor Trucking Co., San Francisco, 

certificate to extend operations. 

July 26—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 42: < 
MC 100160—A. C. Macri, Wilkes-Barre, Pa., permit. 
MC 100343—M. Gilsky, Edwardsville, Pa., permit. 


July 26—St. Louis, Mo.—Ct. and Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 179: 
McC 42221—Springmeier Shipping Co., St. Louls, license. 


July 26—St. Louis, Mo.—Ct. and Customs Bldg.—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 5104—Springmeier Shipping Co., St. Louis, certificate or permit. 
July 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Stiles: 


Ex Parte 104, part 2—Terminal services, Pittsburgh Steel Co. ter- 
minal allowance. 


July 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Cheseldine and Valentine: 

* Fourth section application 17712—Fertilizers to Burlington, Vt. 

July 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cunningham: 

* MC C-132—Commodities between Winchester, Va., and D. C., Md. 
and Va. 

* |, & S. M-673—Boyd, Maynard L., commodities from and to Winches- 
ter, Va. 

* 1. & S. M-729—Sugar, Baltimore, Md., to Winchester, Va. 

* 1. & S. M-748—Winchester, Va., to Md. and D. C., commodities. 


July 27—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 5466—Liberty Return Loads Association, Inc., New York, N. Y. 
MC 5399—Liberty Freight Forwarding & Warehouse Co., Inc., New 

York; N.: ¥. 

July 27—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Linn: 

MC 73357, Sub. 2—V. R. Jenks Driveaway, Lansing, Mich., certificate 
to extend operations. : 


July 27—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 17043—Central West Shippers, Manchester, Ia. 


July 27—Fort Wayne, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 13322, Sub. 1—Dox Motor Transport, Inc., Fairmount, Ind. 
July 27—Greensboro, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 41255—Northeastern Lines, Inc., Lexington, N. C. 
MC 64994—S. A. and H. L. Hennis, Mt. Airy, N. C. 


July 27—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 100169—B. & M. Motor Service, Terre Haute, Ind., certificate. 
MC 100222—G. R. Clark, Medaryville, Ind., permit. 


July 27—Lexington, Ky.—Hotel La Fayette—Jt. Bd. 155: 
MC 100252—Peach Transfer Line, Lawrenceburg, Ky., certificate. 
MC 100316—T. Moore, Pikeville, Ky., permit. 
July 27—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 15060—Redman Fireproof Warehouse Co., Santa Monica, Calif., 
license. 
MC 18160—Consumers Transportation Corporation, Puente, Calif., cer- 
tificate. 
MC 19523—Crown Transfer & Storage Co., Yellow Van & Storage Co., 


of Pasadena, Crown City and Los Angeles Express, Pasadena, 
license. 


July 27—Madisonville, Ky.—Federai Bldg.—Examiner Lyle: 
* Finance 12385—Application of L. & N. for permission to abandon line 
extending from Clay to Morganfield, Ky. 


July 27—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 185: 
MC 94198—G. P. Simpson, O’Neill, Neb., certificate. 
July 27—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sulli- 
van: 
MC 41640 Sub. 2—Dietrich Bros., Philadelphia, certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 100356—E. R. Fratto, Philadelphia, certificate. 


July 27—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 20597—California Truck Lines, San Francisco, certificate or per- 
mit. 


July 27—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 74 and 42: 
MC 92890—G. Zeisloff, Eyersgrove, Pa., certificate. 
MC 94875—Maple City Taxi Service, Honesdale, Pa. 


July 27 and 28—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
1. & S. 4614—Petroleum between Wash., Ore., Ida. and Mont. 
1. & S. 4623—Petroleum, Svokane to Wash. 
MC C-125—Petroleum over motor carriers’ routes in northwest. 
1. & S. M-737—Petroleum and products, Umatilla, Ore., to Wash. 
* 28048 and Sub. 1—Independent Refining Co. et al. vs. Camas Prairie 
et al. 


July 28—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 73727—Interstate Van Lines, Inc., New York, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 73728—Interstate Van Lines, Inc., New York, N. Y., license. 


(Continued on page 166) 














EVERY STEP 


From Start to Finish 


In Both Freight Rate and 
Classification Change 


Is Now Promptly Told of 


The Traffic Bulletin 


The Information Regularly Carried in This 
Publication Includes the Following: 















































Central Freight Association Docket 

Central Freight Association Hearings 

Central Freight Association Coal, Coke & Iron Ore Docket 

Eastern Commodity Rate Revision Committee Hearings 

Illinois Freight Association Docket 

National Diversion and Reconsignment Committee Hearings 

New England Freight Association Docket 

New England Freight Association Hearings 

Southern Freight Association Docket 

10. Southern Freight Association Dispositions 

11. Southern Freight Association Coal & Coke Committee Docket 

12. Southern Ports Foreign Freight Committee Docket 

13. Southwestern Freight Bureau Docket 

14. Southwestern Freight Bureau Hearings 

15. Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau Docket 

16. Transcontinental Freight Bureau Applications 

17. Transcontinental Freight Bureau Dispositions 

18. Trunk Line Association Docket 

19. Trunk Line Association Hearings 

20. Trunk Line Coal & Coke Committee Docket 

21. Trunk Line Coal & Coke Committee Hearings 

22. Western Trunk Line Docket 

23. Western Trunk Line Hearings 

24. Western Trunk Line Dispositions 

25. Joint Hearings of Rate Committees 

26. Fourth Section Applications 

27. Fourth Section Orders 

28. Shert Notice Applications of Railroads 

29. Short Notice Permissions, Railroad and Truck 

30. New Tariffs and Supplements Filed with the I. C. C. by Rail- 
roads and Trucks 

31. Tariffs Rejected by the I. C. C. 

32. Investigation and Suspension Orders 

33. Suspension Orders Vacated 

34. Released Rate Orders 

35. Express Tariffs Filed with the I. C. C. 

36. Air Tariffs 

37. U. S. Maritime Commission Tariffs 

38. U.S. Maritime Commission Short Notice Applications 

39. U.S. Maritime Commission Short Notice Permissions 

40. U.S. Maritime Suspension Orders 

41. U. S. Maritime Commission Orders Vacating Suspension 

42. Tariffs Returned by the Maritime Commission 

43. Consolidated Classification Docket 

44. Adoption Notices 

45. oe of Railroads, Trucks, Steamship Lines Filing First 
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46. Embargo Notices, Modifications and Cancellations 
Intercoastal Steamship Docket 
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Personal Notes 






R. E. Kunde has been appointed traffic representative for 
the Bethlehem International Supply Company at Tulsa, Okla 

Charles H. Beard has been appointed general traffic map. 
ager for the operating companies of the Union Carbide an 
Carbon Corporation, New York City. 

E. J. Stegner has been appointed assistant general freight 
agent for the Nashville, Chattanooga and St. Louis Railway 
at Atlanta, Ga., pending the return to active duty of J. A, 
Sams. J. M. Norton has been appointed to succeed Mr. Stegner 
as general northern agent for that railway at Chicago. 

The Union Pacific has announced the following appoint. 
ments: K. G. Carlson, assistant to the vice-president, traffic 
at Omaha, Neb.; J. E. Davis, assistant freight traffic manager, 
Omaha; H. E. Lounsbury, assistant traffic manager, Portland 
Ore.; T. J. Dowd, general freight agent, Portland; G. D. Schade, 
assistant general freight agent, Portland; J. C. Beaumont, ge. 
eral freight agent, Denver, Colo.; W. F. Day, general agent, 
Oakland, Cal. 

R. F. Randall, district passenger agent, Chicago Milwav- 
kee, St. Paul and Pacific at San Francisco, died July 2. 

R. V. Oldham, general freight and passenger agent for the 
Ann Arbor Railroad at Toledo, O., has resigned to go into 
other business. 

E. H. Newson has retired as traffic manager for Stein, 
Hall and Company, New York City, and has been appointed 
special traffic representative. N.B. Chabot has been appointed 
traffic manager to replace Mr. Newsom, and W. J. Peel has 
been appointed assistant traffic manager. 

Barnard S. Gardner has been appointed general traffic 
manager for the United Shipping Company, at Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

E. Lee Talman has been appointed treasurer for the 
Transcontinental and Western Air, Inc., at Kansas City, Mo. 
Frank G. Wilson, who held the combined offices of treasurer, 
vice-president and secretary, continues as vice-president and 
secretary. 

The Pacific Railway Club will hold an open meeting for 
railroad fans in the California Building of the Golden Gate In- 
ternational Exposition on Treasure Island July 20. There will 
be talks on building a railway on a vertical canyon wall; on 
how it feels to drive an electric train over the San Francisco- 
Oakland Bridge, and on the new types of railway locomotives. 
Ladies have been invited to attend. 

The following appointments have been made by the Knaus 
Truck Lines at Chicago: Edward A. Rabon, division freight 
agent; Willard L. Tribe, general agent, Chicago; Walter B. 
Hintze, agent; Claude P. Wilson, general freight agent. 

At a meeting of the directors of the Southern Pacific, July 
13, a number of changes in the lines’ management personnel 
were made. Hale Holden, chairman of the board, retired after 
32 years of service. The office of chairman of the board was 
abolished and the duties of that office transferred to A. D. 
McDonald, president. Headquarters of the board and of the 
executive committee were moved from New York to San Fran- 
cisco. The following new members were elected to the board 
of directors: Allen L. Chickering, lawyer and director of in- 
dustries and utilities, San Francisco; James B. Black, pres 
dent, Pacific Gas and Electric Company, San Francisco; Stuart 
L. Rawlins, retired mining engineer and director of industries 
and utilities, San Francisco; V. H. Rossetti, president, Farmers 
and Merchants National Bank, Los Angeles. These new diret- 
tors succeeded Mr. Holden, George R. Roosevelt, Jr., Deering 
Howe and W. F. Bull, who resigned from the board. Six mel 
resigned from the executive committee but retained their mem- 
bership on the board, Malcolm P. Aldrich, Cleveland E. Dodge, 
Walter Douglas, Edward S. Harkness, W. De Forest Manice 
and Jackson E. Reynolds. The four new board members ane 
Mr. McDonald and C. E. Perkins of Santa Barbara were elected 
to succeed those six to the executive committee. The officers 
of Ben C. Day, general counsel, and W. F. Bull, secretary, 
will also be transferred to San Francisco. To facilitate m 
handling of certain financial matters, however, the officers 0% 
J. G. Walsh, vice-president in charge of finances, J. A. Simps® 
treasurer, and F. Van Note, controller, will be continued ! 
New York. _ 

Earl M. Steer, an examiner on the staff of the Commissio} 
since 1917, died at Pasadena, Cal., July 10, while on leave % 
absence after conducting ‘a hearing at San Francisco whit 
had ended five days before. He was to have resumed his duties 
ay hearing at Denver, Colo., July 24. Mr. Steer was 53 yeas 
old. 
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Have You Read These Books? 


Public Warehouses in Distribution, by John H. Frederick 


Nine chapters analyzing the services of public ware- 
houses in distribution, covering storage and delivery 
services, warehouse receipts, field warehousing, pool car 
distribution, storage in transit, trucking and city deliv- 
ery, flexibility of leased warehouse space, how ware- 
houses solve the branch house problem, and how to 
select public warehouses. 50 cents. 

Industrial Traffic Management, by G. Lloyd Wilson 
Thirty-six chapters covering scope of traffic manage- 
ment, training, shipping and receiving, management of 
equipment, rates, rate adjustments, tariffs, routing, 
tracing, expediting, claims, express, parcel post, for- 
eign trade, procedure before I. C. C. and state commis. 
sions, federal regulation. Two volumes—75 cents. 

Principles of Freight Traffic, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Sixteen chapters covering railroad freight traffic depart- 
ments, rules of freight classification, principles of rate 
making, tariff construction and interpretation, principles 
of rate structures, analysis of rate structures in freight 
rate territories, and the elements of export and import 
rates. 50 cents. 


en - paid Freight Transportation, by Charles E. 
arks 
Eight chapters covering the effect of regulation on truck 
line merchandising methods, shipping motives, sales 
resistance and how to meet it, suggested techniques for 
personal solicitation, and the most profitable fields for 
selling highway freight transportation. 50 cents. 
Selling Railroad Transportation, by Charles E. Parks 


Ten chapters covering analysis of present selling meth- 
ods, (penny an of railroad salesman, and what he 
should know, four groups of prospects, buying motives, 
analysis of buying process. 50 cents. 


Railroad Organization, Operation and Traffic, by G. Lloyd 
Wilson 


Nineteen chapters covering railroad development, cor- 
porate organization, organization and personnel of traf- 
fic departments, operating departments, roadway and 
structures, rolling stock and equipment, yard and ter- 
minal operation, accounting, solicitation and _ traffic 
development, special and terminal services, passenger 
services and rates, freight rate making and changing, 
public relations. 50 cents. 

ae" poet Transportation and Regulation, by G. Lloyd 

ilson 


Seventeen chapters covering development of motor 
transportation and highways, types of motor freight 
carriers, local and intercity services, principles of freight 
classifications and rate making, regulations governing 
tariffs and schedules, bills of lading and shipping docu- 
ments, liability and insurance, accounting principles, 
analysis of regulation. 50 cents. 


Air Transportation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Six chapters covering air mail ~.~vices, the place of air 
express in present day distri! atio1, passenger services, 
the regulation of air transportat*.n by local, state, fed- 
eral and international agencies. Also a seventh chapter 
by Edgar S. Gorrell, President of the Air Transport 
Association of America, which summarizes the status 
of the air line industry of today. 50 cents. 
Traffic Law, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Ten chapters covering duties and liability of carriers, spe- 
cial rates and rebates, claims, embargoes, freight pool- 
ing, payment of freight charges, as governed by the 
interstate commerce act and common law, and as ap- 
plied by the federal courts. 50 cents. 
TRAFFIC WORLD manuals may be ordered at the single copy 
prices listed; any two for 75 cents; three or more, 35 cents 


each; in lots of twenty-five or more, 30 cents each. Postage is 
prepaid. 


Complete Set of All Mangals TT 


Send remittance with order to 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


418 South Market Street Chicago, Illinois 
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DOCKET OF THE COMMISSION 


(Continued from page 163) 
July 28—Chicago, I!|.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 29130, Sub. 3—Rock Island Motor Transit Co., Chicago, certificat 
to extend operations. 


July 28—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 70575, Sub. 1—H. E. Smith, Mt. Union, Ia., certificate to exten, 
operatoins. 
MC 100037—C. Phillips, Muscatine, Ia., permit. 
MC 100145—Carl Claussen & Son, LeClaire, Ia., permit. 
July 28—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 70938, Sub. 1—Merlau Trucking Service, New Palestine, Ind., cer. 
tificate to extend operations. 
July 28—Lexington, Ky.—Hotel La Fayette—Examiner Bradford ang 
Jt. Bd. 208: 
MC 60411, Sub. 2—Bates Brothers Line, Lexington, permit to exteng 
operations. 
MC 100136—Mores Motor Express, Inc., Cynthiana, Ky., permit. 


July 28—Los Angeles, Calif—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 23922—Aldridge Van & Storage, Pasadena, Calif., certificate, 
July 28—Missoula, Mont.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 259: 
MC 45366, Sub. 1—Sturmer Truck Line, Salmon, Ida., certificate to 
extend operations. 


July 28—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 100414—Western Educational Tours, Oklahoma City, certificate. 


July 28—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bds. 184 and 148: 
MC 95384—R. E. Hobbs, Gordon, Neb., certificate. 
MC 95791—S. Kooima, Inwood, Ia., certificate. 
July 28—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sulli- 
van. 
MC 2760 and MC 89346—Olney Trucking Co., Inc., Philadelphia. 


July 28—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 25907, Sub. 1—Sudden Lumber Co., Inc., San Francisco, certif- 
icate to extend operations. 


July 28—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Denniston. 
MC 17751 Sub. 1—Price Bus Co., Scranton, certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 
MC 100382—L. H. Becker, Carbondale, Pa., certificate. 


July 28—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Fuller: 
* |. & S. 4629—Switching charges at Jamestown, N. Y. 


July 29—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 8771, Sub. 1—Saw Mill Supply, Inc., Yonkers, N. Y., certificate 
to extend operations. 


July 29—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 100179—O. F. Sorenson, Rock Island, IIl., certificate. 
MC 100181—King Transfer, Silvis, Ill., certificate. 


July 29—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-761—Baking powder and canned goods between Chicago 
and Kan.-Mo. 


July 29—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bds. 16 and 170: 
* MC 28930, Subs. 2 and 3—Riley’s Truck Line, Pratt, Kan., certificate 
to extend operations. 


July 29—Lexington, Ky.—Hotel La Fayette—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 100514—Hall Bros., Georgetown, Ky., permit. 


July 29—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 20194—City Transfer and Storage Co., Long Beach, Calif., license. 
MC 31931—Pasadena Transfer & Storage Co., Pasadena, Calif., license. 
July 29—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 88: 
MC 30605, Subs. 6 and 9—Santa Fé Trail Transportation Co., Wichita, 
Kan., certificate to extend operations. 
July 29—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 184: 
MC 100230—Ashcraft Poultry Co., Clearwater, Neb., certificate. 
July 29—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Denniston: 


MC 31334 and Sub 1——Smith’s Transfer, Montrose, Pa., permit and 
to extend operations. 





Digest of New Complaints 





No. 28219, Sub. No. 1, Lowenthal Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
Unreasonable rates and charges, scrap rubber, Minneapolis and 
St. Paul, Minn., to Akron, O. Asks reparation. (M. S. Ruhman, 
Steuben Bldg., Chicago, Ill.) 
No. 28297. Sherwin-Williams Co., Cleveland, O., vs. Wheeling & Lake 
Erie et al. 
Unreasonable rates, spent tan bark, Zanesville, O., to Chicago, 
Ill. Asks reparation. (T. G. Murphey, Cleveland, O.) 
No. 28298, Globe Oil & Refining Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
Rates and charges, petroleum and petroleum products, Lemont, 
Ill., to points in Indiana and the lower peninsula of Michigan, in 
violaton of sections 1 and 3, the undue preference alleged being 
for shipments from Chicago, Burnham, Blue Island and Franklin 
Park, Ill., and Whiting, Hammond, Indiana Harbor and East Chi- 
cago, Ind., and points taking the same rates, to the same destina- 
tions. Asks reasonable rates and reparation. 
No. 28299, City of Jersey City, N. J., vs. B. & O. et al. j 
Rates and charges, on transhipped property, to and from Jersey 
































































No. 28 


No. 28 






Certificate 


to extend 


Ind., cer 
iford and 
to extend 
rmit, 
Lificate, 
tificate to 


nmons: 
rtificate, 


48 : 


iner Sulli- 


yhia. 


co, certif- 


2nd opera- 


‘ahan: 
certificate 


‘son: 
n Chicago 


1 170: 
certificate 


ford: 


f., license. 
f., license. 


, Wichita, 


ficate. 


yermit and 


& Y. et al. 
apolis and 
Ruhman, 


1g & Lake 
9 Chicago, 


e Y. et al. 
;, Lemont, 
ichigan, in 
ged being 
1 Franklin 

East Chi- 
ne destina- 


‘om Jersey 


> ee. inns The: Trette World 


City, N. J., and to and from points in the city of New York, N. Y., 
and other points in New York east of the Hudson River, in viola- 
tion of sections 1, 2, and 3, the undue preference alleged being 
for New York City and other points in New York east of the Hud- 
son River. Asks reasonable rates. (Milton P. Bauman, 921 Bergen 
Ave., Jersey City, N. J.) 

0. 28290, Sub. No. 1, Pay’n Takit Stores Co., Oakland, Calif., et al. 
vs. Bamberger Electric et al. 

Rates and charges, cantaloupes, melons and watermelons, points 
in California to Grand Junction, Colo., Ogden and Salt Lake City, 
Utah, and Rock Springs, Wyo., in violation of sections 1 and 3. 
Ask reasonable rates and reparation. (M. J. McCarthy, 149 Cali- 
fornia St., San Francisco, Calif.) 

. 28290, Sub. No. 2, Safeway Stores, Inc., Oakland, Calif., et al. vs. 
Southern Pacific Co. et al. 

Rates and charges, watermelons, points in California to Ogden 
and Salt Lake City, Utah, in violation of sections 1 and 3, the undue 
preference alleged being for other points. Ask reasonable rates and 
reparation. (M. J. McCarthy, 149 California St., San Francisco, 
Calif.) 

. 28296, Monolith Portland Cement Co., Los Angeles, Calif., vs. A. 
7, 458. ¥F. e al. 

Rates and charges, gypsum, Byron, Nev., to points in California, 
in violation of sections 1, 3 and 13, the undue preference alleged 
being for competitors able to use lower intrastate rates in Nevada 
and California. Asks reasonable rates and reparation. (Black, Ham- 
mack & McWilliams, 900 Spring Arcade Building, Los Angeles, 
Calif.) 
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TRANSPORTATION EXECUTIVE, 37 years, married, now in Gov- 
ernment employ, desires industrial, trade association, or carrier affilia- 
tion. 17 years’ experience; transportation, administrative, textile, legal 
and engineering education. Member I. C. C. and Maritime Commission 
Bars. Excellent references. Box IIC-1, Traffic World, 418 S. Market 
St., Chicago, Ill. 











ROUTE GALVESTON= 


For EFFICIENT, 
ECONOMICAL SERVICE 
and QUICK DISPATCH 


Galveston Wharf Company 
Gea, Sealy, Pres. Hew: 105¢ FF. W. Parker, V. P. & G. M. 














= Huber? 
§.Calumet Ave. 





Chicago MOTOR EXPRESS 






Daily Refrigerator Service Between 


CHICAGO ATLANTA, GA. INDIANAPOLIS, IND. MIDDLESBORO, KY 
LEXINGTON, KY. LOUISVILLE, KY.” KNOXVILLE, TENN. 


Counecting Mines serving all pelats ln Kentucky, Tennessee, North Carolina, South Carolina and Georgia 













SHIPPERS 


Consolidated 


TARIFF INDEX 


A “Classified’’ Nation-Wide Index of Tariffs via 
RAIL @ EXPRESS 
WATER @ PIPE LINE 
MOTOR @ FORWARDERS 


COMPLETE—CONVENIENT—CONCISE 
Monthly Supplements Provide “Year Round” Service 
$15.00 per year 
SHIPPERS SERVICE BUREAU 

“Tar phenyl 




































































Blue skies . . . vast desert plains . . . awe-inspiring Carlsbad 
Caverns . . . exotic Old Mexico . . . shimmering beach sands... 
modern cities . . . giant primeval forests . . . unbelievable Golden 
Gate International Exposition at San Francisco . . . snow-capped 
mountain peaks . . . majestic waterfalls . . . well-appointed trains 
with competent staffs to assure your complete comfort— Here 
are the ingredients for a perfect Western vacation that brings 
more thrills for your vacation dollars. You may go one way— 
return another. 


De luxe GOLDEN STATE LIMITED—luxury-economy CALIFORNIAN 
—daily between Chicago and Los Angeles; fine ROCKY MOUNTAIN 
LIMITED to Colorado. 


Direct Connections for San Francisco 


To make your trip long remembered and completely satisfying. . . 


Go ROCK ISLAND ¢o ec 
_MORE of the WEST 





All-expense tours are economical, carefree. All 
of the fun, with none of the responsibilities. 
For further details consult 


A. D. MARTIN, Passenger Traffic Manager, Rock Island Lines 
723 La Salle Street Station, Chicago, Ill. 








Written Especially for You! 
2 «+» 48=page book on TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT 


Read about “The Traffic Manager who Saved his Year’s 
Salary in a Month’—‘“The Story of a Town that Hired a 
Traffic Manager’’—the new opportunities in the Traffic field 
—and the simple, scientific home-study training, prepared in 
collaboration with 175 of America’s foremost traffic author- 
ities, which can qualify YOU to assume the well-paid, im- 
portant management duties every ambitious man wants! 
LaSalle has prepared this elaborate, illustrated booklet in 
order to tell you, without obligation, how to realize a real 
career in Transportation. It is informative and valuable for 
clerk and Traffic Manager alike—and it is yours for the 
asking. So write for it today. 
Address Dept. 795-TA 


LASALLE EXTENSION UNIVERSITY, Chicago, Ill. 


A CORRESPONDENCE INSTITUTION 


QUAKER LINE 
CALIFORNIA EASTERN LINE 


Coast to Coast Services 


Albany, — York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, 
Newport News, Savannah, Jacksonville, Cristobal 


end 
San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland, Stockton, Sacramento, 

Portland, Seattle and nd, Seattle and Tacoma 
DAWNIC STEAMSHIP CORP. 

General Eastern Agents 

17 Battery Place, New York 

Albany—D & H Building Chicago—327 S. LaSalle St. 
Philadelphie—The Bourse Pittsburgh—Gulf Bidg. 
Norfolk—111 E. Plume Street Detroit—General Motors Bidg. 
Balti eyser Building Savannah—Cotton are Eunenee Bids. 
Boston—33 Broad Street Jacksonville—P, O. Box 1866 
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Guide to Motor Transport Lines 


(This Guide is published in the third issue of each calendar month) 


Purpose of Guide 


This Guide has been prepared to provide traffic managers 
with conveniently orga information about respon- 
sible motor transport lines. The conti of each 
advertiser has — investigated. Each has been highly 
recommended well known shippers and has wath | 
satisfactory oa, ence as to financial responsibility. 


a TRAFFIC WORLD has taken every 

ution to restrict Guide to respon- 
sible, spent and capable motor transport operators, 
it assumes no = ee. for dealings or service. It 
requests, howeve managers report any unsatis- 
factory experiences or ings, should they arise. The 
source of such reports will not be divulged even in cases 
that warrant the dropping of advertisers. 


Two Indexes Make Guide Easy to Use 
— paatiiy « the wo Ents of a service es fit any shipper's 
have epared 
Alphabetical "inden 


When a 
wanted, refer to the alphabetical i ins 


Index of Motor ae Lines by K Key Distribution 
Areas: This index enables the user to find the service or 
services available iubaeen any two points without resort 
to a complicated system codes or cross references. 
Each motor rt line is listed under all of the ke 
— it serves. ‘ore each listing is a symbol whi 
shows the direction of the company’s service into and 
out of the city. This system — symbols 
is illustrated ~ the following examples 


: =a). ay 5 \ == t= glenn 


This indicates that the intercity service — 
© Bat eneny is served by the Key C the Ke 
tribution City—See 
ee Ry Area’ oP ait z 


a oa indicates that four routes are i to 
points beyond the Key City: east, south, south- 
west, and northwest. e BOLD FACE 
signifies that the operations over these routes are 
both interstate and intrastate in character. 


i company is 


se 
<2e 


This indicates that three routes are operated to 
points beyond the Key City: south, west, and 
north. e LIGHT FACE indicates that 
operations over these routes are interstate in 
character. 


The Traffic World 


Cases in which the services from a Key City are 
both Interstate and Intrastate the predominant 
character of these services determines whether light 
or bold face symbols are used. 


Se originate, a few exceptions, from major 
ints. The use ese cities makes 

a y= Ri ollowing quick, simple procedures for the 

selection of motor transport services: 

Routes from One Key City to Another: 


1. Look under both cities for the name or names of 
motor transport lines that serve both cities, then 
check maps in advertisements of these com- 
panies for details of the character of service offered. 

2. If no company offers a through service, check maps of 
those companies which are prefaced by directional 
symbols indicating that they offer a service going in 
the direction wan and make the tion of the 
companies to be on the basis of the most 
efficient connections. 

Routes to or from Key Cities to Other Points: 


Check directional symbols under the Key City for com- 
panies putes services in the direction of the other 
point, then refer to individual maps. 


Routes Between Points Other than Key Cities: 


Refer to the motor transport lines listed under the Key 
ities nearest the points to be served. The direc- 
tional symbols provide the means of determining 
which companies offer services in the directions 
wanted. e recording of major highway numbers 
makes possible the selection of an assured service 
between any two points listed on a highway map 
even when those points are not shown on the 
advertiser's map. 


Arrangement of Advertisernents 


Data for a serving adjacent or oustngting 
ions are grouped i ee 

ordinated system of distribution tudying the avail- 

able services by regions. 

Data Regarding Advertisers: The facts listed for each 

motor line follows a uniform arrangement: 

1. General facts. 


2. Address, telephone and teletype numbers, and person 
with whom to communicate at general office, and, 
when space permits, this data is also shown for 
branch offices 


3. Equipment—character, number of units. ownership. 














Vol. LXIV, No. 3 


4. Insurance—types and amounts carried. Whe 
amount is shown, it relates in all cases to unit cove. 
age per vehicle or whatever other standard unit iy 
applicable. All insurance data is verified at 
qevertins ieconapene, Im STARA went 

nifies that E TRAFFIC WORLD) 
ae cota bli ed an arrangement “ty the unde. 
writer or its agent by which it will be informed ¢ 
any lapse in he i insurance or bonds. 


5. Schedules of operations—number of runs daily, 
whether day or night runs, and average time of ruy 
between major terminals, etc.—are shown whe 
space permits. 


6. Special services and facilities—data regarding so 
ceptance of C.O.D. shipments, special termin| 
facilities, local services, etc. 


7. Association memberships are reported since som 
traffic managers use as a measure of the standing 
of a company. 


Character of Highway Service Offered by Moto 
Transport Lines: The individual maps that accom 
pany advertisements have been uniformly prepared 
After once becoming familiar with the significance of the 
various types of route lines shown, one can tell ata 
glance the character of service offe via each route 
operated by each motor line. 


qummmmme Daily INTER- and INTRAstate service. 
see Daily INTERstate service (no INTRAstate). 
Daily coordinated rail-motor service. 








ems Service 2 or 3 times weekly. 





Irregular or special service routes. 
seseees: Connecting lines. 
eeecece ferries. 


@ O Principal points served. Terminal cities. 


Unless otherwise noted on maps, motor lines offer- 
ing an intrastate service are also interstate 
operators when their routes extend into other states. 


LAPSE OF INSURANCE: The (*) appearing in in- 
surance statements signifies that an arrangement has been 
made whereby any lapse in insurance or bonds will be 
reported immediately to The TRAFFIC WORLD 


__. Alphabetical Index to Companies That Provide Outstanding Motor Transport Service __ 


COMPANY 


COMPANY 


COMPANY 


Page COMPANY Page 

Barnwell Brothers, Inc........... 2 Gateway City Transfer Co...... 5 McNamara Motor Express, Inc.. 4 eee Bens knot coe 8 
tor Express Corp...... 

Clemans Truck Lines, Inc........ 4 Inland Motor Freight .......... 5 Merchants Fast Freight Service.. 5 Ti ee thee ay ay a . 

Consolidated Freightways, Inc.. 5 Inter-State System............... 3 The Norwalk Truck Line Co..... 4 Wolverine Express, Inc.......... 4 





Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas 





CALIFORNIA ILLINOIS INDIANA TERRE HAUTE MARYLAND DETROIT MUSKEGON 
B. I ingeeiante e 
SAN FRANCISCO CHICAGO EVANSVILLE -!. Inter-State peg ear "=... > -* o-a 
' ystem...... 3 »!+¢ Barnwell ystem 
.< Consolidated »' Gateway City ‘. Inter-State Brothers. .... 2 *s eels bee | ¢ Wolverine 
Frtways,Inc..5 * Transfer..... 5 o0t ctr 3 per ng eer ene ' press, Inc. .4 
ait adetice IOWA System...... 3 FLINT eacsmae 
33t ego Sue .. Novick Transfer ze Inter-State 
DELAWARE System...... 3 FORT WAYNE CEDAR RAPIDS ; Company....3 %$s System...... 3 go, InuerStte 
t¢ Shirks Motor Ex- ‘ Norwalk Touch ina ystem 
WILMINGTON . Pr coccsretn st¢ Inter-State .~ Inter-State oF Ds e0ssks 3 ee |” <Set iia ae Norwalk Tr 
pie Barnwell . 71% System...... 3 °<  System...... 3 qt Tidewater Exp, GRAND RAPIDS o* «= Lime... 00unt 
vt ~ Norwalk bce Dintroon 
Brothers. .... 2 BEND. +e cseees ».¢ Norwalk veut 33t gota INNESOTA 
ee ge DAVENPORT CUMBERLAND System...... 3 MIN 
° Company... .3 .¢ Wolverine ¢ Berwwl Clemans Truck 
t¢ Shirks Motor Ex- Inc. .4 og ; ines 
se . roo Son. “; Press, In GARY-HAMMOND +. Inter-State rs Brothers. .... 2 * pacha been MINNEAPOLIS 
(See Chicago) System...... 3 MASSACHUSETTS -; Express,Inc..4 *. Consctidated 5 
pist. oF cor.“ O** BOSTON JACKSON ~ nal e 
— INDIANAPOLIS KENTUCKY >> InferState stg. Inter-State . , Gateway City 
WASHINGTON °$ System...... 3 ? PP + s000% ° “_ 
$ Clemans Truck | QUISVILLE _— 4 ae rack ' , Myeteews 3 
; ‘ 7 mas 2 ROCKFORD iscexaee a AN *. ila ystem 
> $ ¢ Novick Transfer ‘ Ga teway City > 4 < nter-State - : ¢ a a od 3 BATTLE CREEK KALAMAZOO ST. pa polis! 
ag ae a af Transfer..... 5 las PEER on wns 3 <3 “Speen bhp ~ Clemans beige Geo Minnea 
sl a a i ee a ee ey Rice chase WINONA 
‘ Press Corp... .3 2 ts Inter-State SOUTH BEND LOUISIANA zit Inter-State te Inter-State of 
ge Tidewater Exp. System...... 3 ¢ System...... 3 33 System...... 3 2 Gogoway ity , 
BRED. wos 0005 2 se Clemans Truck ALEXANDRIA _. McNamara Motor » hiieeeen lillian s  Transfer....- 
mee + Lines........ $ Merchants Fast saeereeins Fis Eapeenis..4 sous 
IDAHO avenport) ek 5 
ste Inter-State BAY CITY LANSING 
BOISE SPRINGFIELD 71S System...... 3 SHREVEPORT > «es oe 
+, Consolidated of tngee- Bente Norwalk Tench ~ Merchants Fast Norwalk Tousk Norwalk Troe .~ Inter-State 
es Frtways,Inc..5 #9 System...... B2  Peeiisesasce Freight ....... 5 ’ _f Sear Is ceb es < System ...++ 














